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Current Topics. 


The Appeal List. 

THE FEATURE of the court papers for the present sittings is the 
reduction in the number of appeals. A year ago there were 259, 
and at the commencement of the last sittings 254, while there are 
now only 215. If matters go well with the two courts during 
the present sittings there — to be a material further reduc- 
tion. The appeals from the seme 2 Division remain singularly 
uniform in number. At the Michaelmas sittings there were 68, 
at the Hilary sittings 63, and now there are 67. There are only 
62 appeals from the King’s Bench Division. 


The Chancery Cause Lists. 

THERE 1s atrifling improvement in the causes and matters for 
hearing this sittings, the number being increased from 217 at 
at the Hilary sittings to 228 now. A year ago there were 295. 
There are 26 company matters in the present list. 


The King’s Bench Cause Lists. 

In THEsE lists there is a reduction; there being 574 actions 
for trial, and 222 matters in the Divisional list—803 in all—as 
against 849 at the commencement of the last sittings. A year 
ago the total was 731. 


Trustees for the Purposes of the Settled Land Acts. 
A pornt of considerable importance, especially to conveyancers, 
was decided by Kexewron, J., on the 14th ult., in the case of Re 
Coull’s Settled Estates (Weekly Notes, 1905, p.73). The applica- 
tion was one for the appointment of trustees for the purposes of 
the Settled Land Acts, and the short point raised was whether the 
trustees ought to be appointed of one or other of two settlements 
or of the compound settlement which comprised both. It is 
certainly curious that among the many reported cases dealing with 
compound settlements this point seems never to have been 
decided. In the well-known cases of Re Mundy’s Settled Estates 
(1891, 1 Ch. 399), Re Byng's Settled Estates (1892, 2 Oh. 219 
and Re Monson’s Settled Estates (1898, 1 Ch. 427), in each of whi 
the question might have arisen, the point was not raised, and 
in none of those cases was there any indication of opinion 
that such an appointment was not necessary. On the 
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other hand, there is an unreported decision of 
Byrnz, J., that such an appointment is necessary, and 
that decision was acted on by Warrineton, J., in Re 
Stafford’s Settlement (1904, 2 Ch. 72). In this state of the 
authorities, Kexewicu, J., came to the conclusion that trustees 
ought to be appointed of the compound settlement. It was said 
in ment that to adopt the opinion of Byrryz, J., would be to 
introduce confusion among conveyancers, and no doubt ‘the 
decision may causé some uncertainty as to titles where such an 
appointment ought to have been made. Kzexewion, J., however, 
thought that if any confusion occurred it would be promptly 
dispersed, and that confusion would be more likely to result 
from a different conclusion. It must also be remembered that 
in cases where the court has sanctioned the application of money 
without the appointment of trustees of a compound settlement, 
the irregularity, if such it be, would probably be cured by 
section 70 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. 


The Two Classes of Compound Settlement. 


THE comPpounD settlement which was held to be constituted 
in Re Coull’s Settled Estates and in the other cases referred to 
above should be distinguished from the compound settlement 
which arises where the limitations of an original settlement are 
varied by a re-settlement. In Re Mundy’s Settled Estates (supra) 
there was an existing settlement of certain lands; other lands 
were subsequently devised by will to the settlement trustees to 
be held upon the trusts of the settlement, and the testator 
jj omy his residuary personal estate in trust for the purchase 
of land to be settled on the same trusts. It was held that the 
settlement and the will formed really one settlement for the 
purpose of the Settled Land Act, 1882, so that the residuary 
estate remaining uninvested might be applied for improvements 
to the lands in the original settlement. The decision may 
be described as one of obvious convenience. When the 
various —— are all subject to exactly the same 
trusts, there is no reason for keeping the destination 
of them separate. se Byng’s Settled Estates (supra) 
was a decision to the same effect. Land was settled by 
will, and there was a deed settling money to be invested in land 
which was to be settled in the same manner. The whole pro- 
perty was, therefore, subject to a single settlement, and the 
money could be used for the improvement of the settled land. 
And the same principle was applied in Re Monson’s Settled 
Estates (supra), where lands subject to separate but 
identical settlements were treated as a single settled estate for 
the of raising money and paying off incumbrances. 


But in these cases it does not seem to have been noticed that, if 


the money was to be applied for the purposes of the compound 
settlement, there must be trustees of that settlement, and that 
the trustees of either separate settlement could not themselves 
properly apply their money to the purposes of the other settle- 
ment. It may be that the necessity for having acommon body of 
trustees has been suggested by the prominence which has 
recently been given to compound settlements of the second class ; 
that is, where land already in settlement has been re-settled. 
Where there are charges—such as a jointure rent-charge— still 
existing under the original settlement, then the tenant for life 
under the re-settlement can sell free from the jointure by 
exercising the powers which he has under the compound settle- 
ment; but for this purpose there must be trustees appointed 
of that settlement. The leading authority on this head is Re 


Mundy and Roper’s Contract (47 W. R. 226; 1899, 1 Ch. 275), | 


and the application of the principle to a case where the jointress 
is willing to concur was, it will be remembered, much discussed 
in connection with the decision of Farwez.t, J., in Re Corn- 


wallis West and Munro's Contract (51 W.R. 602; 1903, 2 Oh. | 


150). The present case of Re Coull’s Settled Estates (supra) 
shews that the appointment of trustees of the compound settle- 
ment is equally necessary where the trusts of property A have 
— ascertained by reference to the trusts of property B, and 

is proposed to apply part of one property for the purposes of 
the other. But it is apprehended that the nesanilty an arises 
where the union of properties takes place. So long as each is 
administered under ite own separate settlement, the existence 
of separate trustees is sufficient; a result which does not, 
perhaps, tend to simplicity. 





Lord Grimthorpe. 


Lorp GrimrHorPE, who died on Saturday last, was an aa 
fication of the rule that though ability may take a man far, ability 
combined with masterfulness will take him further and faster. 
Everyone who has had any experience of committees or governing 
bodies of any kind knows that a member who knows his subject, 
has definite views and a strong will, usually succeeds in bringing 
round his colleagues to his views and becomes their dictator. 
So it was with Lord Griutnorre in Parliamentary Committees, 
on the bench of Lincoln’s-inn, and in his clock-making and 
architectural adventures. When he reached the head of the 
Parliamentary bar, he had many of the committees under his 
thumb. Unless the chairman was a strong man, he was 
speedily cowed with the leading counsel’s contemptuous rebukes. 
There must be many people who remember his habit when 
a feeble chairman hinted (as such chairmen will do) that the 
committee took a view contrary to that advocated by Sir E. 
Beoxett. “Eh! Whatdoyousay? Well, of course, it rests 
with you. I’ve known committees to do many queer things in 
my time ; but obviously this committee wants to stultify itself ;” 
and the strange thing was that—perhaps owing to the perfect 
calmness of the advocate, saying this exactly at if it were the 
most ordinary thing in the world—the committee took no offence 
and begun to think he was right. He possessed in perfection 
the gentle art of intimating that anyone who differed from him 
was a born idiot. With these qualifications it is really a mercy 
that he never found his way into the Law Courts. One trembles 
to think what might have been the result on the law 
of his assaults on judges of no great strength of character. 
At the same time it must be remembered that Lord 
GritHorPe’s bullying ways with committees would have 
been comparatively ineffectual unless they had been accom- 
panied by scientific knowledge, acuteness, a clear and concise 
mode of address, and great power as a cross-examiner of 
the caustic description. When he retired from the Parlia- 
mentary bar, he transferred much of his attention to his duties 
as a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, and we have always under- 
stood that even his shrewd and capable colleagues implicitly 
yielded to his commanding will. They gave him a free hand 
in the exercise of his architectural propensities. The result was 
the erection of large sets of chambers of pleasing style, but far 
more elaborate and costly than were necessary; the architec- 
tural ruin of the library by prolonging it into the shape of a 
gigantic tunnel, and the refacing of the chapel with the addition 
of the pepper-box turrets or pinnacles which constitute a leading 
feature of the Grimthorpe style of architecture. We should add 
that his Book of Building is an excellent practical treatise, and we 
| know that one of the forms of agreements with builders given in 
it has been adopted with excellent results in the way of economy. 


A Loophole in the Truck Act, 1896. 


THe rxEcenT decision of a Divisional Court in the case of 
Squire v. The Midland Lace Co. supplies a remarkable example 
of the loopholes which are to be found in every piece of legis- 
lation. The chief object of the Truck Act, 1896, is to stop 
deductions from the wages of workmen in respect of fines and 
damaged goods, except under very stringent regulations. The 
Act, however, only applies to a “ workman” as defined by the 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. Our legislators seem to 
be deeply impressed with the extraordinary perfection of this 
| definition, for it is constantly referred to in other Acts. We 
have now, however, through the recent case, discovered 
a whole class of persons who do not come within 
'the definition, and yet certainly were intended to come 
| within the Truck Act. For the present purpose the famous 
definition of “‘ workman” may be summarized as including any 

reson, not being a domestic or menial servant, who has entered 
into, or works under, a contract with an employer, whether the 
contract be express or implied, oral or in writing, being a con- 
tract of service or a contract personally to execute any work or 
labour. Now, in the city of Nottingham there are a large 
number of women employed in the lace trade who are known as 
‘‘clippers.” Their business is to remove all superfluous threads 
_ and other things from thelace. ‘They do not, as a rule, work for 

any particular firm, but a woman gets lace where she can from 
' different firms, and undertakes to get the work done at a 
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certain price. They take the material away, and sometimes 
a woman does all the work herself, sometimes she gets others to 
assist her, and sometimes she perhaps gets it all done by other 
persons. Anyhow she undertakes that the work shall be done, 
and brings the lace back to the factory when it is finished. 
Then if any damage has been done to the material in removing 
the superfluous parts, a sum is deducted from the contract price 
as compensation for the damage done. In regard to such 
deductions, however, none of the requirements of the 
Truck Act, 1896, are observed; and, therefore, that most 
active lady, Miss Sourrz, one of his Majesty’s inspectors 
of Factories, very properly determined to test the legality 
of treating these clippers as outside the protection 
of the Act. She accordingly proceeded against a large firm for 
unlawfully making deductions from the wages of certain of these 
clippers. The magistrates dismissed the summons, and the 
High Court has affirmed the decision of the magistrates. These 
women, essentially and from every point of view, come 
within the mischief aimed at by the Act. Unfortunately, how- 
ever, they escape its protection ; for it is clear that the contract 
they make with the employer is not a contract of service, nor is 
it a contract personally to execute any work. There are, probably, 
many trades in which work is done under similar conditions, and 
there are probably large numbers of persons, chiefly women, 
whom this decision will affect; for it is almost impossible to 
doubt that the decision is right. 


The Trade Union Acts. 


Mvon atrention has recently been called to some of the pro- 
visions of the Trade Union Acts, 1871 and 1876, and many cases 
of importance have been decided in the courts. We referred to 
two of the most recent cases last week, but it may be well to recur 
to them in connection with the legislative provisions. At one 
time combinations of workmen which interfere with the free 
course of trade were illegal, and members of such combinations 
were often liable to indictment and punishment under the 
common law for conspiracy. Now, however, by section 2 of the 
1871 Act, ‘‘the purposes of any trade union shall not, by reason 
merely that they are in restraint of trade, be deemed to be 
unlawful, so as to render any member of such trade union liable 
to criminal prosecution for conspiracy or otherwise.” This, how- 
ever, does not free the members ‘oom liability to civil proceedings. 
Neither does section 3 help them to escape from this liability, 
for it only provides that “the purposes of a trade union shall 
not, by reason merely that they are in restraint of trade, 
be unlawful so as to render void or voidable any agreement or 
trust.” The members of a trade union are, therefore, liable to 
civil proceedings at the suit of any nonemember whose rights 
are infringed by them; and since the famous decision in the 
Taff Vale Railway case, the union itself may be sued in its 
registered name as a legal entity in similar circumstances ; 
and it is answerable for the wrongs committed by its agents within 
the scope of their authority. The recent decision of the House of 
Lords in Glamorgan Coal Co. v. South Wales Miners’ Federation, 
the well-known stop-day case, is a good illustration of this. 
Here a union procured men to break their contracts with their 
employers by refusing to work on certain days upon which their 
contracts required them to work. It was held that the union were 
liable in damages for their tortious act; and that there was no 
legal justification of their conduct in the fact that they had no 
malice against the employers and were acting in a way which 
they honestly believed to be for the good of the men and not 
likely to hurt the employers. As between the members them- 
selves, however, the law is not prepared fully to recognize 
agreements into which they enter, oa which are tainted with 
the unlawful object of restraining trade. Such agreements are 
not void; but section 4 of the Act of 1871 provides that no 
court shall entertain proceedings “ instituted with the object of 
directly enforcing, or recovering damages for, breach of” agree- 
ments of certain classes specified. One of these is “ any agreement 
for the application of the funds of a trade union to provide benefits 
to members.” In the recent case of Aspden v. The Steam Engine 
Makers’ Society, the plaintiff, a member of the defendant union, 
claimed to be entitled to a sum of money under the 
rules, he having become incapacitated for work. On 
payment being refused, ‘he sued the union. The Court of 








Appeal, however, held that the courts could not entertain the 


action, as it was one which was brought with the object of . 


directly enforcing an agreement for the application of the funds 
of the union for the benefit of members, The importance of 
the word “directly” is great, and was remarkably illustrated 
by the recent decision of the House of Lords in the case of 
Howden v. Yorkshire Miners’ Association, There the union were 
giving strike pay contrary to their rules, and so using 
funds which were applicable in certain circumstances 
for the benefit of members. The plaintiff, a member 
of the union, sued for an injunction to restrain this 
misuse of the funds. The House of Lords held that the action 
did not seek to “‘directly ” enforce any agreement for the appli- 
cation of the funds for the benefit of members. Its object was 
either no enforcement at all or an indirect enforcement, and there 
was nothing in the Act to prevent the courts from protecting 
trust property from being diverted from its proper objects. In 
spite of all recent decisions, however, the law as affecting trade 
unions is still very uncertain in many ways, and much remains 
to be done, either by Parliament or by means of decisions in the 
House of Lords, to put the law in a clear light. 


The Trade Union Bill. 

OnE oF the most important clauses in the Trade Union Bill, 
which is now before the Standing Committee on Law, is clause 2, 
which proposes that “an agreement or combination by two or 
more persons to do or procure to be done any act in contempla- 
tion or furtherance of a trade dispute shall not be ground for an 
action, if such act when committed by one person would not be 
ground for an action.” We take it that the effect of the clause 
is to affirm for the purposes of all trade disputes, whether 
merchants or employers or workmen are involved, the principle 
which was settled with referene to the case of competing merchants 
or shipowners in the Mogul case (C.A., 37 W. R. 756, 23 Q. B. D. 
298; H.L., 40 W. R. 337; 1892, A. 0.25). In that case it was 
held to be lawful for shipowners to combine with a view to 
damaging to their own profit the business of a rival trader. 
The course they pursued would have been lawful if pursued 
by one, and it did not become actionable when pursued 
in combination, notwithstanding the injury it caused. But a 
different rule seems—possibly for good reason—to have been 
applied in trade union cases, and Quinn v. Leatham (50 W. R, 
139; 1901, A. 0.495) and Giblan v. National Labourers’ Union 
(1903, 2 K. B. 600) shew that a combination of workmen to 
interfere with another workman may be actionable if resulting 
in damage to him. It was apparently with a view to preserving 
the law as thus established that Mr. Duxe proposed an amend- 
ment which would make the latter part of the clause read : 
“if such act ts not unlawful and does not cause damage 
or loss to any person, and when committed by one person 
would not be ground for an action.” After discussion the 
amendment in this form was withdrawn, and Mr. Dcxe moved 
as an amendment that the following words should be added at 
the end of the clause: ‘‘ Unless such act is done for the purpose 
of invading the legal rights of some person and causes damage.” 
In either form the effect of the amendment is very doubtful, 
and it is quite possible that it would prevent competition in trade 
as well as oppressive conduct between workmen. The amend- 
ment was rejected by 25 votes to 24, so that the question cannot 
be regarded as in any way settled, and when it comes up again we 
hope there may be some discussion in the House of Commons of 
the nature of the conduct, whether by capitalist or by workmen, 
which is to be treated as unlawful. Workmen's disputes lead 
more readily than the rivalry of traders to violence and per 
oppression, and this may be a ground for ascribing illegality to 
combination in the one case and not in the other. But there 
seems a tendency in discussing pro changes in the law to 
deal solely with verbal phrases and to avoid the actual circum- 
stances to be considered. The House of Lords cases, even if not 
altogether consistent, have at least attempted to work out a 
serviceable principle, and they should not lightly be set aside. 


Notice for Special Resolution. 

Tue pecrston of the Court of Appeal in Re The North of 
England Steamship Co, (Times, 3rd inst.) rehabilitates the now 
common clause in articles of association, which provides that, 
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where it is proposed to pass a special resolution, the two meetings 
— convened by the same notice. It has been objected to 
such a notice that the holding of the second meeting is contingent 
upon the resolution being duly passed at the first meeting, and 
this objection prevailed with the Court of Appeal in Alexander v. 
Simpson (38 W. R. 161, 48 Ch, D. 39). But there the articles 
of association did not contain the special provision above 
referred to. Section 51 of the Companies Act, 1862, requires 
that the special resolution, after being passed by the specified 
majority at one meeting of the company, shall be confirmed 
at a subsequent meeting ‘‘of which notice has been duly 
given’; and notice of any meeting is, for the purpose of the 
section, to be deemed to be duly given if given ‘‘in manner 
prescribed by the regulations of the company.” In Alexander 
v. Simpson the regulations provided only for seven days’ notice 
of meetings being given in the ordinary way, and it was held, 
ee with undue subtlety, that a notice of a meeting to be 

eld upon a contingency was not well given under the articles. 
This difficulty was removed by introducing the above special 
provision, but in the present case Buoxtey, J., refined still 
further, and held that, even though the articles expressly 
authorized a contingent notice, yet this was not such a 
notice as was contemplated by section 51. It may be 
gathered from the judgments of the Court of Appeal that 
Alexander v. Simpson would probably have been decided 
differently by the present court, but at any rate there was no 
disposition to extend that decision. Section 51 leaves it to the 
articles to regulate in what manner notice of the second meeting 
should be given, and if the articles are not obviously unfair to 
the shareholders they are conclusive. Notice of a contingent 
meeting to confirm a special resolution inflicts no injury upon 
any shareholder and saves a good deal of trouble. If the share- 
holder is interested, he can easily find out whether the meeting 
is to be held, and for practical purposes he has all the notice 
that he requires. Hence the Court of Appeal have reversed the 
decision of Buoxtey, J. 


Hearsay Evidence, 


Uron tue hearing of a charge of murder before one of the 
metropolitan police magistrates, it was stated that a coroner’s jury 
already returned a verdict of wilful murder against the 
accused, and the magistrate took occasion to comment upon the 
inconvenience of the dual procedure, saying that in one case he 
had refused to commit a prisoner for trial, but that his refusal 
was of no effect, for the defendant had already been sent for 
trial under a coroner’s commitment. But the magistrate was 
reminded that at the trial, as a rule, attention is only paid to 
police-court depositions, which are drawn up in a legal fashion, 
and not to the coroner’s depositions, which consist in a large 
part of hearsay evidence, and he was requested to wholly dis- 
regard the oe before the coroner. There is something 
strange and superfluous in a procedure under which the same 
person may be arraigned for murder upon the verdict of a 
coroner’s jury and may also be committed for trial by a magis- 
trate after hearing the evidence upon which the charge is founded. 
It may naturally enough be said that when an experienced 
magistrate has gone into the whole matter, and is of opinion that 
the defendant ought to be committed for trial, there is no need 
of any collateral proceeding such as the inquiry before the 
coroner, and that any such investigation might be adjourned to 
abide the result of the proceeding before the magistrate. But 
there are, we believe, many persons who think that the admission 
of hearsay evidence by the coroner is often calculated to promote 
the interests of justice. Foreign tribunals, as is well known, 
receive such evidence, and consider that the policy of exclusion 
which prevails in the English tribunals is rigid and impolitic. 
It is possible that at some future period the English rule may be 
qualified. There are cases, where, for example, a statement is 
alleged to have been made by a person who is alive and might 
have been summoned as a witness, when the hearsay statement 
ought undoubtedly to be rejected. If it were received it would 
be easy to escape all difficulty with the witness who before the 
trial states glibly that he is prepared to prove certain facts, but 
who when placed in the witness box “lets down” the party who 
has unfortunately relied upon his evidence. But there are other 
cases, where, for example, the person alleged to have made the 


statement is dead or cannot be found, when we think there might 
be an exception to this rule, the judge being always careful to 
remind the jury that the evidence received is after all hearsay 
evidence and not entitled to the weight which belongs to direct 
testimony. 


Comparative Legislation. 


Just TEN years have passed away since the Society of 
Comparative Legislation was fairly launched, in accordance 
with resolutions passed at a meeting held under the presidency 
of Lord HerscuEtt, in the Imperial Institute, on the 19th of 
December, 1894. Although inadequately supported, the society 
has undoubtedly done good work in promoting knowledge of the 
course of legislation in different countries, more particularly in 
the several parts of the British Dominions. The annual summary 
of the legislation of the British Empire, which is issued in the 
Journal, is valuable to all who are interested in legal and social 
questions, and the experience gained in other countries should 
oftentimes enable pitfalls to be avoided in legislating for this 
country. Before the formation of the English society similar 
associations were already in existence in France, Germany, and 
America. La Société de Legislation Comparée was founded in 
1869. In 1872 was issued the first volume of the Annuaire de 
Legislation Ktrangére, containing the laws of 1870 and 1871. 
Since then continuous efforts have been made to render the work 
more complete as a collection of the text of all the principal laws 
of the different countries. Seveuty-nine contributors from all 
parts of the world assisted to the attainment of this object in the 
last volume. ‘The society have just issued a complete consoli- 
dated index to the first thirty years, which they propose to follow 
by another to the Annuaire de Legislation Francaise, started in 
1880. Both will greatly facilitate reference to these two works, 
and assist the student of comparative legislation. 








Judgment Creditors and Debenture- 
holders. 


Som sharp criticisms on the state of the law with respect to 
the priority of debenture-holders over judgment creditors were 
made by Bucktey, J., in the recent case of Re London Pressed 
Hinge Co. (Limited) (53 W. R. 407; 1905, 1 Ch. 576). The 
general ore that a debenture-holder has an overriding 
charge upon all the property of the company until it is disposed 
of inthe ordinary course of business appears to be well established, 
and in particular, it has been repeatedly held that it is not displaced 
by the taking of goods in execution at the instance of a judg- 
ment creditor. ‘‘It is well settled,” it was said in Re Standard 
Manufacturing Co. (49 W. R. 389; 1891, 1Ch., p. 641), ‘that an 
execution creditor takes subject to all the ~ gpl and such 
equities include the floating charge created by a debenture 
in the ordinary form. ‘After the decision in Re Standard 
Manufacturing Co., it seem tolerably plain and settled that the 
rights of the holders of debentures must prevail even as against 
the execution creditor at least before sale”: per Linpiey, L.J., 
in Re Opera (Limited) (39 W. R. 398; 1891, 3 Ch., p. 263). 
And the principle applies notwithstanding that the debentures 
have not yet ceased to float and become a fixed charge; or, in 
current language, that they have not “crystallized.” This was 
the point decided by the Divisional Court (Lord Russzxt, C.J., 
and Maruew, J.) in Davey § Co. v. Williamson & Sons (46 W. R. 
571; 1898, 2 Q. B. 194). “The rights of the execution 
creditors,” said Lord RusszE 1, “ are subject, not only to the legal, 
but also to the equitable rights of the debenture-holders. The 
sheriff cannot, merely by seizing, affect the rights of third 
persens to which property was subject when in the hands of 
the debtor, unless, indeed, such third persofts have debarred 
themselves from the assertion of such rights. It follows, there- 
fore, that there was no interest of the judgment debtor in 
the property seized available to satisfy the judgment debt.” 
The principle was applied by Wriaut, J., in Simultaneous Colour 
Printing Syndicate vy. Foweraker (1901, 1 Q. B. 771), where prior 
to the execution the company had contracted to issue debentures, 
but the debentures were not actually issued till the 11th of 





October, 1900, after the execution; and by the Divisional 





~wenadsmaxsmeaontkeneweartse seo en aanms 4.24@ 4 24 OC it 


a a a ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee. ee 


en! ee ie fe ee ee i | ae ee es 





y of 
ance 


ency 
h of 
ety 
the 
y in 
lary 
the 
cial 
yuld 
this 
ilar 
and 
| in 
» de 
71. 
ork 
AWS 


the 
oli- 
ow 

in 
ks, 


to 
ere 
sed 
‘he 
ng 
ed 
od, 
ed 
ig: 
urd 
an 
ch 
ire 
rd 





May 6, 1905 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 49.) 457 








Court (Lord Atverstonz, C.J., and Lawrancg, J.), in Duck 
vy. Tower Galvanizing Co. (1991, 2 K. B. 314), where 
there had been an irregularity in the issue of the debentures, 
which did not, however, affect the debenture-holder. In each 
case an equitable charge had been created on the property of 
the company, present and future, which prevailed over the 
rights of the execution creditor. 

The result is, as Buoxtzy, J., pointed out in Re London 
Pressed Hinge Co. (supra), that the debenture-holders take the 
benefit of goods supplied by the creditor, but directly the 
creditor attempts to obtain payment by legal process, the 
debenture-holders intervene and deprive him of the fruits of his 
remedy. ‘‘ The facts,” said the learned judge, “ often: are that 
the undertaking is substantially carried on only for the benefit 
of the debenture-holders who have a floating security over it. In 
this state of facts money is lent on goods consigned to the com- 
pany in respect of which a debt accrues to the creditor, and so 
long as the security ‘floats,’ as it is termed, and no receiver is 
appointed, the creditor has a possibility or expectation of being 
paid by the company; for, as between the company and the 
debenture-holder, the former may pay in the ordinary course of 
business. But directly a receiver is appointed this expectation of 
the creditor is intercepted. He may have lent his money or con- 
signed his goods to the company last week, butif he hastheaudacity 
to ask for payment and to enforce his legal remedies to obtain it, 
the debenture-holder obtains areceiverin aproceeding to which the 
creditor is not a party, and thus closes the door against him, 
taking his money or his goods as part of the security, and leay- 
ing the creditor who supplied the money or the goods to go 
unpaid.” In other words, in cases where debentures have been 
issued to such an extent as to leave no margin of security, and 
where consequently the business is carried on solely for the benefit 
of the debenture-holders, they are allowed to have all the advan- 
tages of obtaining credit in the name of the company without 
being liable for the resulting debts. 

The point which Bucxtey, J., had to determine in Re London 
Pressed Hinge Co. (supra) was whether the debenture-holders were 
entitled to obtain from the court the appointment of a receiver, 
upon the ground that their security was jeopardized by the exist- 
ence of a judgment debt, notwithstanding that no principal or 
interest was in arrear under the debentures. The effect of the 
appointment would, of course, be to put an end to the power 
of the company to deal with its assets, and to prevent it 
from paying the judgment creditor’s debt, and this would be 
an injustice to the judgment creditor if it deprived him of an 
existing right. But, in accordance with the principle explained 
above, it did not. If the company continued to carry on 
business, he had an expectation of being paid, and this was all. 
If he attempted to enforce payment, he would find that all the 
property belonged to the debenture-holders. ‘His right,” 
said Buckuey, J., “to look for payment from the company rested 
only upon the expectation that the debenture-holder would not 
put an end to the company’s authority to pay the creditors in the 
ordinary course of business. The authorities seem to me to 
involve that the creditor has no right to complain because steps 
are taken to put an end to the authority thus given by debenture- 
holders to their mortgagor.” 

The learned judge concluded his judgment by pronouncing that 
the result at which he arrived perpetrated an injustice, but it 
was an injustice arising from the nature of a floating security 
as defined by the authorities, and he suggested that the authorities 
should be reviewed by a court of higher jurisdiction. It is very 
doubtful, however, whether this would result in any change in 
the principle which has been recognized in so many cases. The 
mischief occasioned by the issue of floating debentures has been 
to some extent cured by the requirement of registration under 
section 14 of the Companies Act, 1900, and persons about to give 
credit to a company are thus enabled to ascertain beforehand the 
existence of debentures. But it may be questioned whether this 
in practice affords sufficient protection. Upon the occasion of 
important transactions search would no doubt be made, but this 
cannot be done at every step in the commercial dealings which 
make up the daily total of business. Some further measure 
seems to be required to prevent debenture-holders from directly 
profiting at the expense of the creditors ; debts, for instance, in- 


curred within a stated period in the ordinary course of business | pir 





might be allowed preference over debenture-holders. It may be 
noticed that one of the subjects referred to the Companies Com- ° 
mittee recently appointed was the advisability of extending the 
requirement of registration to specific charges, but no further 
interference with floating charges appears to have been con- 
templated. 








The Torrens System of Registration 
of Title. 


THE volume by Mr. J. E. Hoaa on the Australian Torrens System, * 
which has just been published, contains an interesting and useful acccunt 
of the system of registration of title which has taken its name from Sir 
RoBERT TORRENS, and incidentally it illustrates the new complications 
and difficulties which the system introduces into the practice of con- 
veyancing. The mere bulk of the volume, indeed, is not to be taken asa 
witness against the system. That is due tothe fact that the various 
Australian colonies have chosen to introduce independent Registration 
Acts, instead of all working upon a common model. Hence Part II., 
which contains the text of the statutes, gives in succession the legisla- 
tion on this head in New South Wales, Queensland, New Zealand, 
South Australia, Tasmania, Victoria, and Western Australia, and also 
the Ordinances which have applied the system in Fiji. This, as may 
be imagined, makes up a very considerable mass of statute law, and Mr 
Hoce not unnaturally deplores the resulting difficulties and complica- 
tions. It uires a minute examination of the legislation of each 
colony to understand how the various systems are related 
to each other, and to judge as to the applicability to one 
system of judicial decisions given upon another. ‘The waste of 
legislative energy,” says Mr. Hoaa, ‘‘ which has taken place in the 
past —by seven legislatures turing out statute after statute independ- 
ently of each other, though admittedly with the same objects in view 
—cannot but be brought forcibly home to any one who looks through 
the eight sets of statutes which are here printed. Now that federa- 
tion is an accomplished fact in Australia, similar waste could well be 
saved in the future by six States agreeing to federal legislation on 
the subject, under section 51, sub-section 37, of the Commonwealth 
of Australia Constitution Act.” The differences may be in matters of 
detail rather than of principle, but until this work has been accom- 
plished it will be difficult for the Australian Torrens system and its 
practical working to be properly understood. 

The system, of course, is strictly local, and so far as it has 
answered to colonial needs, this result has been due to the special 
circumstances attending the holding of land in a new country. It is 
widely differentiated both from the systems of registration which it 
has been attempted to establish in the United States, and from the 
system of our Land Transfer Acts of 1875 and 1897. In the United 
States there are constitutional difficulties which prevent the registrar 
from being entrusted with ste to alter the ownership of land by 
an entry in the register. Such a result can only be produced by the 
decree of a court of justice in a suit properly constituted. This has 
been explained by Mr. W. C. Nrsiack, of the Chicago Bar, in 
his book on The Torrens System: Its Cost and Complexity, 
which was reviewed in these columns recently (48 Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL 522). Our own system differs from the Australian in that 
it permits the legal estate to be dealt with off the register. The ~— 
estate is, indeed, subject to an overriding power of disposition in 
registered proprietor, but—so it is enacted by section 49 of the Act of 
1875—*“ subject to the = a of the ge and right of —_ 

roprietor, any person, whether the registered proprietor or not o: 
cat tatinell land, having a sufficient estate or interest in such 
land, may create estates, rights, interests, and equities in the 
same manner as he might do if the land were not regi 
Hence, as CozEns-Harpy, L.J., pointed out in Capital and 
Counties Bank (Limited) v. Rhodes (51 = R. 470; a 1 hve 

. 656), there is nothing to prevent the passing the 
sete .. an assurance in the form of an ordinary deed, Bath. 
an owner in fee, whether he is or is not the registered proprietor. 
** Conveyancing,” concluded the learned judge, “ 1g io just as 
if the Acts of 1875 and 1897 had not been passed. f-interest and 
the desire for security will doubtless induce persons, whether pur- 
chasers or mortgagees or lessees, to make use of the resisters. But 
the legal effect and operation of common law assurances will remain 
untouched by the want of registration.” 

This allowing of the legal estate to be dealt with off the register is 
of course quite opposed to the idea upon which the Torrens system is 

. : Q and 
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founded. ‘‘ Its essential feature,” says Mr. Hoae, ‘‘as a system of 
conveyancing, is that transactions with land are effected by their being 

i or recorded in a public office instead of being effected 
solely by the execution of instruments on the- occurrence of 
events”; and elsewhere he speaks of ‘‘ the necessity for registration 
to the due creation or transfer of any interest in land” as its most 
prominent feature. According to Sir RopERT TORRENS’ own state- 
ment, he took the Shipping Acts as his model, and ‘‘he inténded to 
adopt the principle of entry by conveyance in a public office, as illus- 
trated in England by entry of surrender and admittance on the manor 
roll in the case of copyholds, and as illustrated in Holland and else- 
where in Teutonic countries by the public recording of conveyances 
of lands” (p. 21). Historically, says Mr. Hoaa, the Torrens system 
is clearly connected with the copyhold system in England and the 
Roman-Dutch system of land transfer, and is based on the same 
principles which underlie those two systems with respect to the neces- 
sity for registration as a part of the formality of alienation and incum- 
brance. Carried to its full extent, this principle means that there shall 
be no interest existing in the land except the single ownership for 
the time being entered on the register, and hence it was held in 
South Australia in Lange v. Ruwoldt (1872, 68. A. R. 75, 78. A. R. 
1) that a purchaser of land who had paid the whole purchase-money, 
but had not obtained a conveyance before the death of the vendor, 
had no interest in the land and could not call for a conveyance from 
the vendor’s representatives. The judge of first instance and the 
Court of Appeal both held that the effect of the contract, had the 
land not been under the Torrens system, would have been to pass an 
equitable fee simple to the purchaser; but that under the Torrens 
statute then in force, no such estate or interest could pass, the con- 
tract not having been registered and being incapable, by reason of 
its not being in statutory form, of being registered. The provisions 
of the statute prevented any separation of the legal and equitable 
estates, and the plaintiff was only entitled to the return of his 
purchase-money. 

The decision in Lange v. Ruwoldt naturally gave great dissatisfac- 
tion, and it was apparently felt that even the Torrens system might 
have its drawbacks. Accordingly a commission was appointed to 
consider (inter alia) the effect of the statute in relation to unregistered 
instruments, and the report, which was issued in 1873, recommended 
changes in the law with a view to safeguarding the rights of pur- 
chasers. Subsequently, however, Lange v. Ruwoldt, so far as it 
decided that contracts for sale were not recognized by the Torrens 
system, was overruled by another decision of the same court — 
Cuthbertson v. Swan (1877, 11 8, A. BR. 102)—and it was settled 
that “‘the policy of the Shipping Acts with respect to a 
single registered estate” was not to be applied to the construction 
of the Torrens statutes. Incidentally, we may remark that this de- 
scription, which we take from Mr. Hoaa’s account of the case (p. 777), 
does not correctly represent the policy of our own Shipping Acts. 
These, indeed, make the register conclusive as to priority, but they 
aw recognize the existence of equitable interests off the register. 

he decisions which we have just noticed appear to be illustrative 
of the new difficulties which the Torrens system has caused with 
respect to the recognition of equitable estates. As Mr. Hoge observes, 
the course of recent decision in this country has been in favour of 
recognizing more distinctly than before equitable interests in land, and 
his reference to Rogers v. Hosegood (48 W. R. 659; 1900, 2 Ch. 405) 
can now be supplemented by Re Nesbitt and Potts’ Contract (53 W. R. 
297; 1905, 1 Ch. 391). Any right in respect of land which a person 
takes by contract is assumed to give him an equitable interest in 
the land. Mr. Hoae at p. 784 draws an interesting contrast between 
this doctrine, and the principle which he takes to underlie the Torrens 
statutes—namely, that ‘‘a contract for sale does not pass to the pur- 
chaser any equitable estate, but only confers a personal right to call for 
a formal transfer of the land.” 

The question as to the nature of equitable estates under the 
Torrens system indicates the kind of inquiry which we should have to 
face if we were to abandon our own well-understood and simple 
method of conveyancing for the system which, by virtue of a multi- 
tude of statutes, has been growing up in Australia since 1858. As 
we have already remarked, that system is different from 
registration under the Land Transfer Acts of 1875 and 
1897, and there has been no attempt so far to interfere in 
this country with the creation of legal and equitable estates. 
But we cannot tell what alteration will be proposed, and 
it is well to remember that in its proper home the Torrens system has 
—to judge from Mr. Hoca’s book—been found a fruitful source of 
litigation, and any attempt to carry still further the system of regis- 
tration which has already gained a foothold here will soon raise a 
crop of similar questions. Such simplicity as is to be found in the ship- 
ping register is out of the question. The nature of land and of the 
interests which exist in it forbid the analogy. We have arrived in 
this country at a system of conveyancing which is simple, expeditious, 
and convenient, and to introduce the Torrens system would be a 





tration of title was first advocated in the first half of the last century, 
and no argument in favour of registration of title here is to be drawn 
from the continuance of the Torrens system in Australia. 








Reviews. 


Election Law. 


THe CorRUPT AND ILLEGAL PRACTICES PREVENTION Acts, 1883 
AND 1895; wiTtH Notes, InrropucTorY CHAPTERS, &c, By 
ERNEST ARTHUR JELF, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). ’ 

This little book may be said to be felix opportunitate natus sui. In 
touching on the very difficult questidh of when a candidature commences 
(for the purposes of the Acts) the author points out that the election 
‘« must not be in nubibus but reasonably imminent”; and there must 
be many seekers after Parliamentary honours to whom at the present 
moment a General Election seems somewhat nearer than the clouds. To 
these and to their agents Mr. Jelf’s book will be of service. His style 
is somewhat colloquial and lacking in precision. But his knowledge of 
the subject is not that of a mere lawyer ; he has ‘‘ served the office of 
an election agent,” has ‘‘ fought the election of 1900,” and “carried 
out the provisions of these Acts”; accordingly, his introductory 
chapters and his notes to the statutes contain many hints which will 
be practically useful to a candidate or agent rather than to a practi- 
tioner in the courts. We are far, however, from saying that this is 
altogether a layman’s book; it contains valuable discussions on the 
law of the subject (notably the chapter on the Parliamentary law 
of agency); the references to authorities seem to us complete, and 
the arrangement of the book is very satisfactory. 





Books of the Week. 


The Solicitor’s Clerk. Part I.: A Handy Book upon the Ordinary 
Practical Work of a Solicitor’s Office, with Precise Instructions as to 
the Procedure in Conveyancing Matters and the Practice of the 
Courts. By CHARLES JoNES. Sixth and Revised Edition. Effingham 
Wilson. 

Evidence in Brief: A Clear and Concise Statement of the Principles 
of Evidence. By V. DEVEREUX KNOWLES, Barrister-at-Law. 
Effingham Wilson. 

The Law of Mortmain. By THomMAsS BoURCHIER-CHILCOTT, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 

A General View of the Law of Property. By J. ANDREW STRAHAN, 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by J. SINCLAIR BAXTER, 
B.A., LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Stevens 


& Sons (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Licensing Act, 1904. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 

Sir,—In these days it is perhaps bold to say that a definition in an 
Act of Parliament is so absurd that it cannot have been intended. 
In a modern enactment any expression can be ‘‘deemed” to mean 
almost anything however remote from its proper signification. 

But weak as is the command of English shewn by our legislators and 
their draftsmen, it is perhaps unduly disparaged by the four judges 
who have been overruled in the Birkenhead case. They hold that 
Parliament intended to reserve to licensing justices the power to 
refuse renewal of a licence if the licensee will not give a required 
undertaking. Could not even the poor faculties of Parliament have 
devised some simpler means of signifying that intention, than to say 
that a licensee, who refuses in March to undertake to do or not to do 
certain things during the year which will commence in the following 
month, shall be deemed to have conducted his premises badly during 
the year which has just passed ? 

It would have been hardly more unreasonable to say that in such 
a case the poor licensee’s premises should be degmed structurally 
deficient, and certainly less so to say that he should be deemed not 
to be a fit and proper person to hold the licence. 

If, therefore, any conclusion can be based upon the common sense 


of Parliament, the decision of the Court of Appeal seems to be right. 
May 1. SALON. 








The present list of the House of Lords, says the Times, consists of 32 
cases, of which 22 are English, nine are Scotch, and one is an Irish appeal. 
There are seven causes awaiting judgment, and one peerage claim (the 


retrograde step. The conditions have completely changed since regis- | Karldom of Norfolk) depending. 
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Cases of Last Sittings. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». ANTROBUS, Farwell, J. 28th and 30th March; 
Ath, 13th, and 19th April. 
Ricut or Way—Trust ror Puntic Use—Presumprion as To AccEss 10 
Ancient Monuments. 

Action. This was an action brought by the Attorney-General at the 
relation of five persons against Sir Edmund Antrobus, the owner of the 
estate at Amesbury, upon which stands the ancient stone circle known as 
Stonehenge. The Attorney-General claimed an order to compel the 
defendant to remove certain fencing round Stonehenge and an injunction to 
restrain the erection of any such fencing. Stonehenge lies on the downs 
at the N.W. corner of a triangle of roads, twoof which meet and run east- 
wards to Amesbury, while the third crosses them ona line about 300 yards 
long, passing close to the stones and inside the ‘‘ vallum,” or earth bank, 
which surrounds them. About 1898 the establishment of a camp in the 
neighbourhood increased the number of visitors to the monument, and 
in 1900 the defendant placed a barbed wire round the triangle 
formed by the three roads, referred to in the evidence as the 
Shrewten-road (N.W. to S.E.), the Winterbourne-road (S.W. to N.E.), 
and the Netheravon track (N.to8.). The claim of the Attorney-General 
was based on two grounds—(1) that Stonehenge is a national monument 
and is subject to a trust for its free user by the public ; (2) that there are 

ublic rights of way along certain roads up to and through Stonehenge. 

vidence for the Attorney-General was given as to the user of certain tracks 
through the ‘‘ vallum’”’ up to and past the stones by persons driving to see 
the stones or traversing the downs between neighbouring villages for pur- 
poses of business. For the defendant it was stated that the fence had 
been put up solely to prevent damage to the stones by irresponsible 
visitors. It was shewn that this land had been so settled from 1825 until 
1899 that there was no one capable of dedicating the roads in question 
to the public. Consequently the acquisition of public rights of way 
during this period was impossible. Evidence was called to prove that 
the use of any of the tracks claimed for business purposes 
between neighbouring villages had been very infrequent and had 
been stopped, and that they were chiefly used by sightseers, who drove u 
to the stones and away again by the same road in mostcases. The paris 
tithe map and the map and plans of a proposed light railway from Ames- 
bury to Durrington were put in to shew the non-existence of the tracks 
claimed, and were allowed to be given in evidence by the learned judge, but 
only as evidence of reputation. In support of the defendant’s contention 
thut, under the circumstances shewn, no right of way could be held to 
exist along the tracks claimed by the plaintiff on behalf of the relators, the 
following cases were relied on: Abercrombie v. Fermoy Commissioners (L. R 
Ir. 1900 1 Ch. 302), Young v. Cuthbertson (1 Macq. 455), Attorney-General v. 
Mayor of Richmond (2 L. G. R. 628, 89 L. T. 700), Dyce v. Hay (1 Macq. 305). 
FarwELL, J., in a considered judgment, decided : (1) Thatin face of the 
title shewn by the defendant it was not possible to presume the existence 
of any trust for the free user of Stonehenge by the public. Such a right, 
a jus spatiandi, is unknown to English law, and, as such, cannot be the 
subject of any possible grant. It cannot, therefore, be acquired by pre- 
scription : Dalton v. Angus (30 W. R. 196, 6 A. ©. 740). The reason for a 
presumption is that the state of affairs cannot be explained without the 
presumption: Attorney-General v. Simpson (1901, 2 Ch. 698). In this case 
the liberality of English landowners was sufficient to explain the access 
which had been allowed. Any other view would have the effect of forcing 
landowners to be churlish in order to protect tWéir rights of property. (2) 
As to the alleged rights of way through and along the stones claimed by 
the plaintiff, the learned judge found that they did not exist. The 
tracks shewn all led up to the stones, and no further. They were 
used solely for the purpose of viriting the stones. As there could be no 
legal right of visiting in the public, these visits must be deemed to have 
been made with the permission of the owner. Such permission is one and 
indivisible, and no right of way can be established from user attributable 
to the permission to visit. The claim was to use tracks which in fact lead 
nowhere. A public road leads primé facie from one public place to another 
public place : per Lord Cranworth in Campbell v. Lang (1 Macq. 451). As 
Holmes, L.J., said in the Giant’s Causeway case ,there cannot prumd facie be a 
right for the public to goa place where the public has no right to be. A 
public road can exist withouta terminus ad quem, but mere user will not be 
sufficient of itself to establish the existence ofa right. The landlord, 
however, may by express words, or by conduct inducing the expenditure 
of public money on the track in question be shewn to have dedicated such 
a road to the public. Access to the circle in this case was only permissive, 
and the tracks were not thoroughfares. The action acco! ly failed, and 
was dismissed with costs. His lordship added that he considered the first 
claim extravagant and unsupported by serious argument, and the second 
claim as such that, if successtul, it would defeat the relators’ object by 
preventing the proper protection of the stones from injury.—CovnsezL, 
Upjohn, K.O., and C. Gurdon; Warmington, K.C., Radchffe, K.0., and 
Vaughan Hawkins. Soxicrrors, Horne § Birkett ; Farrer ¢ Co. 
[Reported by C. H. Canprn Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
NOBLETT v, HOPKINSON AND THE JUSTICES OF BURY. Div. Court. 
14th April. 

Licenstne—Satz or Introxicatine Liqvors on Sunpay Dvurina Pro- 
HiniteD Hours—Licensine Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 4¥), 8. 9. 








are: (1) An information was laid on the 7th of November, 1904, under 
section 9 of the Licensing Act, 1874, by R. Noblett, superintendent 
of police, against J. Hopkinson, of the Hope and Anchor public-house, for 
that the respondent on the 6th of November, 1904, then being a 
licensed person for the sale of intoxicating liquor, did unlawfully open his 
said premises for the sale of intoxicating liquor during part of the time that 
the said premises were required to be p ban the said being Sunday, 
against the form of the statute made and provided. (6) It was — 
on behalf of the respondent, which explanation was accepted as the fact, 
that on Saturday, the 5th of November, 1904, two men, Doherty and 
Shadwell, were engaged cleaning flues, and went to the house of the 
respondent during the hours his licensed premises were allowed to be 
open, when Doherty asked respondent if he could have half a gallon of 
beer, and if it could be sent down to them on Sunday morning, the 6th 
of November, 1904. Doherty paid for the beer, and directly afterw: 
before closing time, half a gallon of beer was drawn and put into a bottle 
belonging to the respondent, corked, and put on the bar counter by the 
respondent’s son, and subsequently taken by him to the brewhouse stable 
within the curtilage of the licensed premises, whence it was taken by him 
on the Sunday morning and given to the barman behind the counter in 
the licensed premises to deliver to the two men. [He did in fact deliver it 
to the two men.] It was admitted in evidence by the respondent that at 
the time of the sale of the said beer on the said Saturday he agreed to 
deliver the beer during prohibited hours on the said Sunday to the two 
men, and that the beer was delivered during prohibited hours on the said 
Sunday by the barman. (8) We, the said justices, were of opinion that the 
sale of the beer referred to was complete by payment for and appropriation 
of the specific goods on the said Saturday, and we found as a matter of 
fact . . . that the property in the goods passed under that 
contract, and that in delivering the beer referred to on the 
said Sunday during | age ag hours the respondent did not 
open his house for the sale of intoxicating liquor within the 
meaning of section 9 of the Licensing Act, 1874. The question of law 
arising upon the above statement is: Were we right under the circumstances 
in holding that intoxicating liquor having been ordered, paid for, and 
specifically appropriated during the time the licensed premises were allowed 
to be open, the fact that the beer was delivered by him through the bar- 
man during the period when his premises were required to be closed con- 
stituted no offence of opening his house for the sale of intoxicating liquors 
during prohibited hours. 

Tue Courr (Lord Atverstone, 0.J., and Kennepy and Rintey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. . 

Lord Atverstong, C.J.—I confess I have considerable doubt as to 
whether I have arrived at a right conclusion. Counsel for the appellant 
took two points: Firstly. that the delivery of the beer on Sunday was of 
the essence of the contract, without which there would have been no 
contract; secondly, not sufficient evidence of appropriation. It 
is said there was no evidence that the buyer assented to the 
appropriation of that beer, as in Pletts v. Beattie (1896, 1 Q. B. 519). 
{His lordship read the facts.] I do not think there was evidence that what 
was done was done under license of the purchaser. It was done by the 
vendor in the performance of his contract: If the bottle had been broken 
the publican would have been obliged to supply other beer, and therefore 
I come to the conclusion that there was not sufficient evidence of Sppre- 
priation. That is sufficient to justify me in allowing the appeal, but Ido 
not wish to shirk the second point, the more difficult question. [ shall 
adopt the rule of Channell, J., in Saunders v. Taorney (1898, 62 J. P. 404): 
‘*T think a person opens his premises within the meaning of the section 
where he opens them for carrying out any material part of the contract.” 
I come to the conclusion that Doherty did bargain that if he bought the 
beer it should be delivered to him from the public-house on the Sunday. 
On both grounds I think the appeal should be allowed. 

Kennepy, J., delivered a ju ent to the same effect. 

Rivtey, J.—I do not differ from the judgment of the court because on 
the facts I find there was no appropriaiion of the beer. If I had come to 
a different conclusion on the facts I should have held that the decision of 
the justices was right. If the appropriation is complete, delivery, in my 
opinion, constitutes no part of the sale. If in this case appropriation had 
been complete, I think the case would have been covered by Pletts v. Beattie. 
—OCounseL, Kershaw; Fitch. Soxricrrors, Snow, For, ¢ Higginson ; Bentley, 
for Bertwistle, Bury. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drvcquss, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


GUARDIANS OF WOOLWICH v. GUARDIANS OF FULHAM. 
Div. Court. 13th April. 


Poor Law—Setriement—Power or Curtp Unper Section 16 ro Acauirs 
SerrLRMENtT—Drvipep Parisugs Act (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 61), ss. 34 anv 35, 


This was om sages Se Oe Guardians of Woolwich against an order 
removing five chi under the age of sixteen from the of 
Fulham to the parish of Woolwich. Thespecial case set out the following 
facts: In the year 1880 William Turpin married Rosa Clark. In 1884 
Rosa in, the mother of the above children, left her lawful husband 
William Turpin and cohabited with John Johnson, by whom she had the 
above children. John ee Rosa wn rs in Lambeth for a 

iod ex three years. e year | e paupers became charge- 
Pe to the of Fulham having resided there not quitea year. William 
Turpin had for more than years resided in the parish of Charlton- 
next- Woolwich, in the Woolwich Union, and had therefore become settled 
therein. The question for the opinion of the court was whether the five 
children mentioned above took the settlement of their father in the 
Woolwich Union. For the appellants it was contended that by section 34 
of the Divided Parishes Act, 1876, the children had acquired a settlement 
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to Woolwich. Counsel cited West Ham Union v. Holbeach Union (1903, 
2 K. B. 627) and Guardians of Reigate Union v. Guardians of Croydon Union (14 
App. Cas. 465). For the respondents reliance was placed on Lord Watson’s 
opinion in Guardians of Reigate Union v. Guardians of Croydon Union, that the 
provisions of section 34 of the Divided Parishes Act have no application to 
children under the ages of sixteen. In the West Ham casé the pauper had 
attained the age of sixteen. 

Tue Court (Lord Atversronr, C.J., and Kennepy and Riptey, JJ ) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonr, 0.J.—The question here is, Can children before they 
attain the age of sixteen acquire a settlement of their own under the pro- 
visions of section 34 of the Divided Parishes Act, 1876? As to that we 
have the clear and distinct opinion of Lord Watson that the provisions of 
section 34 do not apply. to children before they reach the age of emanci- 
pation. The children therefore took, under the provisions of section 35 of 
the same Act, the settlement of their mother, and that settlement must be 
taken to be the settlement of her husband, William Turpin. She cannot 
be treated, for the purposes of this case, as a woman deserted by her 
husband.—Covnset, Rawlinson, K.C., and E. W. Sinclair ; Macmorran and 
Humphreys. Souicrrors, Callard § Vulliamy ; G. Blanco White. 


[Reported by Ataw Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


KING v. JOHNSON AND OTHERS (JUSTICES OF WORCESTER). 
Div. Court. 11th April. 


Licenstne—‘' Porutovs Piace ’?—Exemption From CLosInc—CerrioRARI— 

Licenstne Acts, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94),s. 26; anp 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. 

c. 49), s. 32. 

Rule to shew cause why a writ of certiorari should not issue to remove 
into this court all and several the orders, under the hands of Charles C 
Johnson and R. 8. Bagnall, two of the justices of the peace, exempting 
one Isaac Randell Budden, of the Lion Hotel, Upton-on-Severn, being 
@ person duly licensed to sell intoxicating Jiquors, from the provisions of 
the Licensing Acts, 1872-1902, with respect to the closing of the said 
premises between the hours of ten to eleven at night from the date 
thereof until the 30th day of September, 1904, upon the ground of want 
or excess of jurisdiction. In 1874 the licensing justices acting under the 
jurisdiction conferred upon them by section 32 of the Licensing Act, 1874, 
declared Upton-on-Severn to be a ‘‘ populous place’’ within the meaning 
of the Act, whereby the licensed houses of the district were entitled to be 
kept open during the hours of 10 to ll p.m. After the census of 1901 
the licensing justices, acting under the same section, cancelled the order, 
and although the matter was discussed down to June, 1903, the order was 
never renewed. On the 22nd of October, 1903, the justices, purporting to act 
under section 26 of the Licensing Act, 1872, made orders which gave the 
same facilities to licence-holders for keeping open to eleven o’clock as the 
orders under section 32 of the 1874 Act. Section 26 of the Licensing Act, 
1872, enacts: ‘‘ The local authority upon the production of such 
evidence as such authority shall deem sufficient to shew that it is necessary 
° - so to do for the accommodation of any considerable number of 
persons attending any public market or following any lawful trade or 
calling may grant . . . an order exempting such person from the 
provisions of this Act, with respect to theclosingof his premises . . .”’ 
The order made in the case of the Lion Hotel was as follows: ‘‘ We, th 
undersigned justices of the peace - . having heard evidence to shew 
that it was necessary and desirable so to do for the accommodation of a 
considerable number of persons following the lawful trade or calling of 
tradesmen, fruit and pea dealers, market gardeners do grant an 
order exempting Isaac Randell Budden, of the Lion Hotel, Upton-on- 
Severn, from the provisions of the Licensing Acts, 1872-1902, with respect 
to the closing of the said premises between the hours of tenand eleven 
o’clock. . . .’’ Counsel maintained that the order was properly made 
under section 26. Whether or not that was so, certiorari would not lie, as 
it was an administrative Act, not a judicial one. The rule for a writ of 
mandamus was not argued. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstoyze, C.J., and Kennepy and Ruptey, JJ.) 
made the rule absolute. 

Lord Atvexstonr, C.J.— Upon one point of the case a question is raised 
of considerable difficulty—namely, whether what the justices had done 
here can be questioned by certiorari. As to the facts, it is extraordinary 
that this place should ever have been deemed a “‘ populous place’’; but in 
any case if it was thought that the rescission of the order could be got over 
by some operation of section 26 of the Licensing Act, 1872, then I do not 
think the justices considered the purview of the statute. They 
have purported to repeal provisions of the statute without any 
evidence, it seems to me, of those facts which they are allowed 
to take into consideration under the section. I understand the law 
with regard to certiorari generally in these cases to be this: 
If there is an erroneous decision of the justices either in fact or in law, 
certiorari does not lie ; if there is an erroneous assumption of jurisdiction 
in point of law based upon evidence which is not legal evidence of any 
matter which may be tried before them, certiorari will go. There has, no 
doubt, grown up a class of cases where certiorari has been held not to lie, 
as in Boulter v. Kent Justices (1897, A. CO. 556), where the justices 
were acting as a licensing committee, and other cases: Hogmaier 
v. Wilson (1904, 2 K. B. 316). But I must say where the justices 
are sitting in petty session to act upon evidence which is to be brought 
before them, if they act beyond their jurisdiction, I should have 
thought that it required strong evidence to come to the conclusion 
that certiorari does not Jie. If there had been any evidence at all 
of the matters which may fairly be considered within this section, [ 
should have thought this application ought to be dismissed. There is no 
evidence of persons “attending the public markete”’ or “‘ following any 





lawful trade or calling,’”? which means trade carried on during the early 


hours of the morning—-e.g., employees at railway stations. What the 
justices meant was that they hoped by means of this section to a'low the 
inhabitants of this small district to get drink from ten to eleven o’clock, 
and therefore they stated that any other publican might. have the same 
order. For the purposes of to-day I need only refer to the judgment of 
Smith, M.R., and Vaughan -Williams, L.J., in R v. Sunderland (1901, 
2 Q. B. 356). If the proceedings are in the nature of judicial proceedings 
certiorari will lie for the reasons stated by Channell, J., in King v. 
Manchester Justsces (1899. 1 Q. B. 571). I think that the fact that evidence 
is taken before them, and taken before them sitting in petty sessions, is 
another argument in support of the view I am taking. In this case the 
magistrates had in fact exceeded the jurisdiction conferred upon them by 
the section. They acted upon evidence which had no reference to the 
matter before them. Therule must be made absolute. 

Kennepy and Ripiey, JJ., concurred.—Counset, Amphlett, K.C., and 
Coventry ; Low, K.C., and Matthews. Soxicrrors, Brook, for Geo. Coventry, 
Upton-on-Severn ; Blundell, Gordon, § Co., for 8S. Thornely. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drucquer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


FAULKNER v. THE KING. Div. Court. 10th April. 


Crmomat Law—Pr00r or Previous Conviction—Larceny Act, 1861 (24 & 

25 Vict. c. 96), s. 116—Prevention or Crimes Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vicr., 

c. 112), s. 9. 

This was a writ of error brought by Herbert G. F. Faulkner to quash a 
conviction recorded against him at the Birmingham City Quarter Sessions 
on an indictment charging him, in a first count, with a misdemeanour— 
viz., attempted larceny from a till; and in a second count (dealing in an 
alternative manner with the same facts) with an offence against section 7 
(3) of the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871—namely, that having been twice 
previously convicted he was found in such circumstances as to shew that 
he was about to commit an indictable offence ; and on a third count with 
having been twice convicted of felony previous to the misdemeanour 
charged on the first count. The prisoner pleaded not guilty to all the 
counts. The prisoner’s counsel then stated that in case the prisoner was 
found guilty he would move in arrest of judgment on the ground that the 
third count ought not to have been put forward unless and until the 
prisoner had been found guilty on the first or second count. The jury 
were then discharged and the prisoner put back till the next sessions, and 
as there was then no fresh arraignment the trial then proceeded as the 
trial of a case in which the prisoner had already been arraigned and pleaded 
not guilty. The prisoner was then found guilty by the jury. The writ of 
error alleged that there was manifest error in the record and proceedings in 
that the provisions of section 116 of the Larceny Act, 1861, as extended by 
section 9 of the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871, were contravened, inasmuch 
as the prisoner was arraigned and called upon to plead and did plead to 
the three counts in the indictment at one and the same time, notwithstand- 
ing that the third count was a count charging a previous conviction. 
Section 116 of the Larceny Act, 1861, provides that on an indictment for 
an offence punishable under the Act after a previous conviction the prisoner 
shall in the first instance be arraigned on so much of the indictment 
as charges the subsequent offence; and section 9 of the Prevention of 
Crimes Act, 1871, provides that the above rule shall apply to any indict- 
ment for committing a crime as defined by this Act after previous con- 
viction for a crime whether the crime charged in the indictment or the 
crime to which such previous conviction relates is or is not punishable 
under the Larceny Act, 1861. On behalf of the prisoner it was contended 
that the conviction should be quashed. Counsel cited &. v. Penfold (50 
WwW. R. 671; 1902, 1 K. B. 547) and 2. v. Cox (10 Cox 502). On behalf of the 
prosecution it was contended that the defect was a formal one, and that it 
could be cured by verdict. It was further contended that an attempt to 
commit larceny was not within section 20 of the Prevention of Crimes Act, 
1871, and therefore not within section 9 of the Prevention of Crimes 
Act, 1871, so as to make section 116 of the Larceny Act, 1861, apply. 

Tue Court (Kennepy and Rivtey, JJ.) allowed the appeal and quashed 
the conviction. 

Kennepy, J.—I think it is clear that this appeal must succeed, for this 
reason, that in the third count a previous conviction was openly charged 
against the prisoner, and he was called upon to plead to that count. 
Therefore the principle of our law that, except where there is statutory 

rovision to the contrary, an allegation of previous conviction should not 
S known till after conviction. Nor do I think that the defect can be 
cured by conviction. In my opinion the defect is in its nature a sub- 
stantial one. Except when a statute has created an offence which must 
be proved in a way that involves the proof of a previous conviction, such 
proof is a substantial defect.—CounseL, H. H. Joy; J. G. Hurst, So.ici- 
tors, Solicitor to the Treasury; H. G. Hill, Birmingham. 

{Reported by ALan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


KING v. OLIPHANT. C.C.R. &th April. 

CrmunaL Law—Fatsirication or Accounts—OmiTtInG oR CONCURRING IN 
Omuitrinc—-J URIspICTION—Fa.sirication or Accounts Act, 1875 (88 & 
39 Vicr. c. 24), s. 1. : 

Case stated by the Common Serjeant on the trial of William Clarke 
Oliphant on an indictment charging him under the Falsification of Accounts 
Act, s. 1, as a clerk or servant, with omitting or concurring in omitting 
material particulars from a book belonging to his employers with the 
intent to defraud. The Falsification of Accounts Act, 1875, s. 1, enacts: 
“That if any clerk shall wiifully, with intent to defraud 
. .» . omit or concur in omitting any material particular from or in 
such book . . the person so offending shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanour.’’ The evidence shewed that the defendant was employed in 
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Paris as a clerk of Messrs. Sandon & Co., tailors, of London, with a 
branch establishment in Paris. He was paid a salary and commission. 
It was his duty to receive money on account of his employers, and to pay 
every day the moneys so received into a Paris bank, and to enter on slips 
an account of the moneys so received, and transmit the same by post 
to London. The book, called the Paris Cash Account Book, was kept in 
the office in London, and shewed all the sums received and paid by the 
defendantiin Paris for his employers. The entries in this book were made 
by Mr. Moore, a partner in the firm, the items of receipt being entered 
from the slips transmitted by the defendant. The defendant knew that the 
book was so kept, and that the items omitted by him in his daily slips 
would necessarily be omitted from that book. He himself from time to 
time when in London went through the book with a clerk of the firm and 
corrected mistakes. He went through the book in this way in 1904, after 
the omission and misappropriation of two of the sums mentioned in the 
indictment. At the trial counsel for the defendant asked the Common 
Serjeant to reserve two points: (1) The defendant could not on the evi- 
dence be convicted of omitting or concurring in omitting particulars from 
the book referred to; (2) there was no jurisdiction in the court to try the 
case, as the offence was not completed in England. The Common 
Serjeant directed the jury that if they were satisfied that the defendant 
had fraudulently omitted from the slips returned to London the receipt of 
the sums he had misappropriated, intending that they should be omitted 
from the Paris Cash Account Book, and thereby caused such payments to 
be omitted from that book, and that his conduct and acts ice set out 
were a scheme of fraud, they should find the defendant guilty. The jury 
returned a verdict of guilty. The Common Serjeant convicted the defend- 
ant, reserving the two points above set out. : 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Lawrance, Kennepy, Riviey, 
and CHANNELL, JJ.) affirmed the conviction. 

Lord Arverstong, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said: I am of 
opinion that this conviction ought to be upheld. The real point is what 
was the duty the man had to perform and what was the act done which 
is the alleged omitting or concurring in omitting the iculars from the 
book? [His lordship stated his duties above set out.] I understand his 
duty was to enable the Paris account to be correctly entered up by means 
of transmission of daily slips through the post. I can draw no distinction 
between that and telephonic communication, or direct instructions 
when he should come to London. I will admit that the slips so far 
as they went were correct. But I think sending three items of the 
account and omitting the fourth is the same as saying ‘‘ I have received no 
more.’”’ The case states he from time to time went through the book in 
London. That is sufficient to support the conviction as to two items, as 
he actually stated in effect that the entries were complete, or in other 
words, concurred in the omission from the book of items that should have 
been there. But I think the conviction can be upheld apart from that. 
The first argument addressed to us was the fact that the master entered up 
the book from the slips prevent the offence coming within the statute. 
Queen v. Butt] (15 Cox 564) is a complete answer, which decided that the 
entry itself may be quite innocent. Next, had the court jurisdiction to 
try the case? I think the principle of Hing v. Munton (1 Espinasse 62) 
applies. These false accounts had been sent from Antigua to the Navy 
Office in London. Lord Kenyon said: ‘‘ There was an offence committed 
in London where such false returns were received and where the fraud had 
been complete by their having been/allowed there upon which the jurisdiction 
of the court attached.’’ I can see no distinction between a book which is 
made incorrect by reason of a false return and that caused by an omission 
from a return otherwise correct. I think the conviction must be affirmed. 

Lawrance and Riptery, JJ., concurred. ¢- 

Kennepy, J., concurred, but expressed the doubt of Channell, J. 

CuanneLL, J.—I agree, although I think it doubtful whether it is 
sufficiently made out here that the defendant did omit or concur in omit- 
ting any material particular from the London book. Ido not think that 
a servant, who sends a wrong return and knows that his employer keeps 
books with which he has nothing to do, falsifies the books or concurs in it. 
I think to justify a conviction under the section the servant must have 
something to do with the keeping of the books, and it seems to me not 
actually clear in this case that such was the case. That, however, does 
not amount to a matter of principle, and therefore I am not prepared to 
differ with the decision of the court.—CovunsreL, Arthur Gill; Muir. 
Soxicrtors, Barrington, Mathews, § Co. ; F. Freke Palmer. 

[Reported by Maurice N. Drucquer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


REX v. HIS HONOUR JUDGE PHILBRICK AND ANOTHER. Ex 
parte EDWARDS. Div. Court. 6th April. 


Poor Rate—Recovery—Distress—Cosr or Levy—Drstress ror Less 
THAN £20—A.LLEGED Over-cnHarce—Ricut to Suz in County Court 
—Drisrress (Costs) Acrs, 1817 anp 1827—Dusrress ror Rates Act, 1849 
(12 & 13 Vier. c. 14), s. 1. 


In this case arule had been obtained directed to his Honour Judge 
Philbrick at the instance of the plaintiff Edwards requiring the learned 
judge to shew cause why he should not hear an action brought by the 
applicant for the rule against the defendant Morey, which action 
the learned judge had decided he had no _ jurisdiction to try. 
The plaintiff, who was a ‘‘passive resister,’? had refused to ey? 
and a distress warrant was obtained and a distress levied. e 
article taken was a gold watch, which was duly sold. One of the 
items of the costs of taking, keeping, and selling the distress was 
an item of 17s. 6d., being at the rate of 2s. 6d. per day for keeping the 
levy, that being the maximum sum allowed for a man in possession day 
under the schedule of costs and charges on distress for rents 
to the Act of 1817, which was extended and made applicable to (inter alia) 


rates. The plaintiff considered that 5s. was the utmost that could reason- 
ably be charged under this head ; indeed, it was ——o- that 2s. was all 
that could legally be claimed, and, having paid er protest, he brought. 
the action in the county court to recover back 12s. 6d., which ke said he 
had been overcharged. At that time Hill v. Pannifer (1904, 1 K. B. 811) 
had not been overruled by the decision of the Court of Ap in Headland 
®. Coster & Lamb (1905, 1 K. B. 219), which latter case decided that the 
provisions of the Distress (Costs) Acts, 1817 and 1827, limi the charges 
that may be made for taking, keeping, and selling rained for 
poor rate and certain other rates, where the amount demanded and due 
did not exceed £20, were not impliedly repealed, as regards the poor rate, 
by the Distress for Rates Act, 1849, but were still applicable to that rate. 
On the authority of Hill v. Pannifer Judge Philbrick considered that the 
question of reasonableness was a question for the justices to determine, 
and that the plaintiff's proper course was to have appealed to the justices, 
and not to have brought an action in the county court to recover back 
an alleged excess. It was now submitted the rule being made 
absolute, that, assuming, on the authority of Headland v. Coster ¢ Lamb, 
the action could be brought, nevertheless the right to have it decided 
whether the amount charged was “‘ reasonable”’ was a right given by a 
statute which gave as the remedy for an overcharge an appeal to justices. 
Therefore the proper course was to institute statutory proceedings before 
justices, and there being this alternative remedy a mandamus would not 
lie. In support of the rule it was contended that the claim was one that 
could be supported without statutory right at all, as at common law a 
man could sue to recover back money he had paid under protest over and 
above the amount that it might be found he owed. There being juris- 
diction to hear and determine the claim, the rule should be wade absolute. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstong, 0.J., and Kennepy and Riptey, JJ.) 
beld that the action had been rightly brought in the county court and 
made the rule absolute accordingly.—Counset, Randolph; R. M. 
Montgomery. Soutcrrors, Bisgood § Marshall, for Austen Whethan ; Lloyd- 
George, Roberts, § Co. 

[Reported by Exsxixz Rew, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education. 


The following are the awards w the recent Easter examination, held 
in Gray’s Inn Hall on the 11th, 12th, 13th, and 14th April. L.I. means 
Lincoln’s Inn, I.T. Inner Temple, M.T. Middle Temple, and G.I. Gray’s 


Inn :— 
Roman Law. 


Class I.—N. F. W. Fisher, I.T. 

Class 11.—C. J. F. Cobbold, I.T.; L. G. Dibdin, L.I.; H. du > 
M.T.; G S. Dutt, G.I.; J. E. Eminsang and C. L. Fawell, L.I.; H. J. 
Grisewood, I.T.; G. T. W. Hayes, M.T.; C. M. Lloyd, LT.; W. F. 
Wright, M.T. ; 

Class I1I.—Mirza A. Z. Ali, L.I.; N. N. Anklesaria, G.I. ; Mohamed 
Auzam, M.T.; T. W. N. Barlow and Maung Ba Thein, LI. ; T. H. D. 
Bell and F. a C. e, LT.; G. M. Bhurgri, L.I.; Mahdi H. 
Bilgrami, I.T.; . N. Bonarjee, L.I.; J. C. P. Borrajo, G.I. ; 
W. E. Bousfield, I1.T.; C. H. Cam ec, M.T.; F. C. Carleton, 
G.I.; E. T. Chamberlayne, I.T.; A. Cipriani, G.I.; L. P. Clay, I.T.; 
P. J. Cooke, P. R. Das, and E. G. Davies, M.T.; T. R. Dhir and G. K. 
Din, G.I.; C. D. G. Dra , 1.T.; H. Easterby, W. C. Easton, and A. 
Edgson, M.T.; A. W. in, G.I.; G. P. Evans, L.I.; A. R. Firth, J. A. 
Fowler, and C. G. B. Francis, I.T.; T. H. Fry, G.I.; B. Gabriel, 
L.I.; J. G. Gordon, M. B. Gordon, E. A. Gubboy, and Mohamed H. 
Hasan, I.T.; 8. Agha Hasan, G. A. C. Hearsey, and Reyasut Hosain, 
M.T.; S. N. Hugue, L.I.; T. 8. Hutchings, M.T.; G. C. Hutchinson and 
A. D. Jaffé, I.T. ; J. T. Jenkins, G.I. ; Abdul K. Khan, M.T.; J. C. P. 
Kinsman, L.I.; R. E. Laurie, M.T. ; E. E. Leader, I.'T. ; G. D. Leechman, 
M.T.;| A. M. Lyte, L.I.; Hem ©. Majumda, Priya K. Majumdar, and 
J. E. Mcfinnes, G.I.; L. Mead, M.T.; I. E. Melvill, L.T.; A. C. F. 


Morasso, M.T.; W. F. Noyce, L.I.; W. B. Odgers, M.T.; R. de C. 
Oldfield, [.T.; H. V. Phillipps, L.I.; G. P. Pillai and M. K. N. Pillai, 
M.T.; V. R. Pochin, L.I.; E, Potter and T. Prakasam, G.l.; Shiek A. 
Rahman, M.T.; H. M. Robertson and W. P. Ryall, L.I.: W. C. Sand- 
ford, 1.T.; G. C. Sawyerr, L.I.; J. C. H. Seale, I.T.; N.C. , M.T. ; 
W. W. Szlumper, L.I.; G. L. Tottenham and R. F. Truscott, I.T. ; 
A. H. Watson, G.i.; A. E. Watson, M.T. ; C. Wertheimer, C. “oo 


C. H. Wild, and A. F. Wilding, I.T.; W. G. E. Wiseman, M. 
The number examined was 130, of whom 94 passed. Three candidates 
were postponed until the Michaelmas examination, 1905. 
ConstiruTionaL Law anp Lreeat History. 


Class I.—J. C. V. Behan, M.T.; G. 8S. Dutt, G.L. 

Class II.—C. R. Attlee, I.T. ; W. A. Barton, G.I. ; F. H. W. Bovey, 
LT. ; G. G. R. Brebnar, M.T. ; A. M. Carrick, [.T.; G. F. Carter, G.1. ; 
A. F. A. Gule, L.I.; O. J. L. de Glanville, M.T.; J.,.W. de Silva and 
P. L. Dhawan, G.I.; D. Donkin, L.T.; H. P. Duval, L.1.; N.S. 
Fouguereaux and R. E. Gethiog, M.T.; E. R. Gurney, G.I. ; M. A. 
Hafees, M.T. ; D. V. Harvey, G.l.; G. T. W. Hayes, M.T; T. Jameson, 
G.L: @ M. Lazarus, I.T.; R. M. Lowes, L.1.; T. Prakasam, G.I, ; 
G. T. Simonds, L.T. 





Class LI1I.—M. Abayomi, M.T. ; E. B, Amphlett, I.T. ; B. W. Armstrong, 
M.T.: E. A. O. B. Baker, G.i. ; F. 4G, Bergne and J. F. Berkeley, I.T. ; 
W. J. Bowker, L.i.; O. D. Branch, @.1. ; 0. E. M. Broadley, L.L ; J.B. F. 
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Campbell, M.T.; M. F. Cely-Trevilian, I.T.; L. H. Centeno and Chin 
Toon, M.T. ; R. C. Chopra, G.I. ; A. J. Claxton, L.I. ; L. P. Clay, I.T. ; 
L. V. Cockell, G.I. ; N. D. Dass, L.I. ; H. H. 8S. Davies, G.I. ; H. V. B. 
de Satgé, M.T.; M. M. Din, G.I.; T. A. Drysdale, L.I.; H. du 
Parog, M.T.;; A. R. Firth and O. S. Fleischmann, I.T.; W. Forbes, 
G.I.; L. T. Ford, L.I.; D. D. Galbraith, G.I.; J. Gardner, 
LT.; T. W. 8S. Garraway, L.I.; J. D. Gilkinson, I.T.; G. Le M. 
Gruchy and S. Hall, M.T.; M. H. Hasan, I.T.; M. A. Haye, M.T.; S. 
Horowitz, I.T.; Reyasut Hosain, M.T.; H. J. Hutchens, G.I.; T. 8 
Hutchings, S. I. J. Hyam, and Mirza M. Jawad, M.T.; Ahmed Kareem 
and D. N. Khandalavala, L.I.; M. M. H. Kidwai, M.T.; G. H. K. King- 
don, I.T.; G. D. Leechman, M.T.; W. B. Lloyd, 1.T.; J. R. Long and 
K. N. Majumda, G.I.; Moung May-Oung, C. E. Mellish, A, B. C. Merri- 
man-Labor, H. C. Mitchell-Dawson, and M. Moazzam-Ali, L.I.; K. J. 
Muir-Mackenzie, M.T.; C. D. Myles and R. M. B. Parker, I.T.; F. J. 
Pollock, L.I.; G. S.C. Rentoul, G.I.;. A. H. L. Richter, I.T.; H. M. 
Robertson and W. P. Ryall, L.I.; W. L. Samson, M.T.; W. C. Sandford, 
I.T.: N.C. Sen, M.T.; J. Stokes, I.T.; G. A. Stonier, G.I.; W. H. 
Taylor, M.T.; D. P. Turner, L.I.; R. B. Turner and D. W. J. Urquhart, 
G.{.; E, A. S. Wagner, H. F. Wallace, R. E. Whiteley, and A. F. Wild- 
ing, I.T.; E. Zeitlyn, M.T. 

The special prize was not awarded. The number examined was 134, of 


whom 101 passed. 


Evipence, Procepure, AND Criminat Law. 


Class I.—S. N. Banerjee, G.I.; J. C. V. Behan and G. G. R. Brebner, 
M.T.; J. Goodland, I.T.; G. M. Hilbery, G.I.; CO. E. Mellish, L.L. ; 
J. B. Melville, J. Nissim, and H. Oppenheimer, M.T.; 8. N. Ray, I.T.; 
A. Ridgway, M.T.; L. T. Thorp, L.I. 

Class II.—N. P. Adams, I.T.; V. G. Bapat, M.T.; H. G. Barnes and 
J. J. Christian, I.T.; A. W. G. J. Connor, L.I.; A. T. C. Cree, I.T. ; 
O. J. L. de Glanville, M.T.; E. E. Dent, L.I.; A. H. Douglas, M.T. ; 
- P. Duval and F. J. Egerton- Warburton, L.I.; C. B. Flood and C. T. 
lower, I.T.; A. H. Forbes, M.T.; A. W. Furlong, I.T.; A. S. Gaye, 
I. ; R. E. Gething, M.T.; G. V. Godfrey and J. W. Godfrey, L.L. ; 
Hardy, 1.T.; M. H. W. Hayward, L.I.; W. C. Howe, A. C. D. 
son, H. Jones, and H. F. King, M.T.; W. F. Kirton, I.T.; Panna 

G.I. ; S. Melville, L.I.; J. T. Miles, I.T.; J. R. Newton, L.l1. ; 
. F. O. Norbury, 1.T.; W. B. Odgers, M.T.; J. W. Orr, I.T.; S. E. 
d A. L. Picard, L.I.; W. R. Redman, M.T.; H. M. Robertson, 
.; R. A. Robinson and W. L. Samson, M.T.; W. C. Sandford and 
- H. Schloesser, I.T.; W. C. Sharman, L.I.; F. D. Shelton, M.T.; 
- Spitteler and H. C. Swan, L.I.; G. J. F. Tomlinson, I.T.; R. W. 
urnbull, L.I. ; C. E. Wade, I.T.; O. T. Williams, I.T. 
Class II1.—B. Ahmad, L.I.; M. W. Ashby, I.T.; J. F. T. Atkinson, 
M.T. ; Nani lal Basak, G.I. ; J. F. Berkeley, I.T.; K. A. Bhojwani, M.T. ; 
G. M. Bhurgri, L.I.; Mahdi H. Bilgrami and W. E. Bousfield, I.T.; R. 
St. J. Bracdell, M.T.; B. 8. Bramwell, L.I.; E. H. H. Carlile, I.T. ; 
Fakir Chand, L.I. ; A. Chapple and W. 8. Clark, I.T. ; N. D. Dass, L.I. ; 
G. K. Din, G.I.; 8. P. Dove, L.I.; R. Falcon, O. 8S. Fleischmann, L. S. 
Fletcher, and P. E. Frank, I.T.; T. H. Fry, G.I.; T. A. Gardner, M. A. 
Hafeez, S. Hall, and M. A. Haye, M.T.; J. Q. Henriques and 8S. Horowitz, 
LT.; W. T. W. Idris, G.I.; J. Isaacs and D. Jones, L.I.; C. W. 
Kendall, M.T.; M. I. Khan, I.T.; M. M. H. Kidwai, M.T.; G. M. 
Lazarus, I.T.; G. D. Leechman and P. P. Leschallas, M.T.; W. B. 
Lloyd, E. N. F. Loyd, and E. J. Macquarrie, I.T.; E. E. Matthews, G.I. ; 
T. A. F. McMillan-Scott, I.T.; M. R. Merandon, G.I.; F. W. Morley, 
LT. ; N. K. Nag, M.T.; M. O’Carroll, G.I. ; OC. G. Pearson, I.T.; J. G. 
Richey, A. Roper, and F. C. Sanders, M.T.; P. San Hla Aung and San 
Shwe, G.I.; W. M. St. L. Saunders, N. C. Sen, B. D. Sertsios, and D. M. 
Smith, M.T.; M. A. Taylor, G.I.; R. E. Whiteley, I.T. 

The special prize of £50 was awarded to J. C. V. Behan, Middle Temple, 
The prize would have been awarded to Mr. Oppenheimer had he not been 
disqualified by age. The number examined was 141, of whom 120 passed. 
One candidate was postponed until the Hilary examination, 1906. 


Frat. 


Class I.—In order of merit.—Certificates of Honour.—J. M. Diggle and 
H. M. Louwrens, M.T.; O. R. A. Simpkin and J. 8. Sainsbury, L.I. 

Class II.—In order of merit.—J. L. Smith and J. Abady, M.T.; S. A. 
Guest, I.T.; H. D. McLaren and 8. R. Booth, L.I.; A. M. Sprules, M.T.; 
W. H. Salter and H. A. Hind, L.I.: J. E. C. Flitch, I.T., and E. J. 
Wiltiams, M.T. (2q.) ; J. Galloway, I.T.; E. A. Blomfield, M.T.; F. J. 
Mathew, L.I. 

Class ITI.—In alphabetical order.—R. M. Banks, I.T. ; J. F. Boston, O. 
Bridgewater, and R. R. Bugtani, L.1.; E. Le C. Byrneand E. C. Cameron, 
I.T.; W. E. Cameron, M.T.; R. L. M. Charlton, B. C. Chatterjee, and 
M. Chengalvarayulu-Naidu, L.I.; 8. P. Christie, I.T.; G. E. C. Clayton, 
L.I.; A. Coburn, I.T.; C. B. R. Ellis and R. ©. K. Ensor, I.T.; E. A. 
Evans, M.T. ; J. G. K. Farrar, 1.T. ; C. W. Farwell, L.I.; G. E. Garrick, 
A. OC. Gathorne-Hardy, C. G. Goschen, J. Hajeebhai, and L. G. Hoare, 
I.T.; A. B. Howes, M.T.; J. H. Hull, L.T.; A. S. Hurst, M.T.; Sheikh 
M. Ismail, L.I.; A. C. D. Jackson, M.T.; H. 8. Kroenig-Ryan, I.T. ; 
G. D. Leechman, M.T.; V. Lindemere and W. B. Lloyd, I.T.; G. R. 
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Law Students’ Debating Society. 


The annual dinner of the Law Students’ Debating Society was held on 
Tuesday night at the Hotel Cecil. Lord Macnaghten presided. After the 
loyal toasts, 

Mr. F. H. Stevens proposed ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar.” 

Mr. Justice Lawrance, in reply, said that, though he spoke for only one 
half of those whose health had been so enthusiastically drunk, yet he hoped 
that it would always be difficult to separate the two branches of the pro- 
fession, the raw material from the finished article. Had his hearers desired 
an amusing speech on that occasion no doubt they would have invited Mr. 
Justice Darling to reply, or, had they desired instruction, no doubt they 
could have induced Mr. Justice Grantham to stand and deliver it. 
The former would probably have kept them as hilarious as he kept his 
court, and the latter would have given his experiance of those who plead 
at petty sessions. In conclusion, Mr. Justice Lawrance said that the con- 
dition of a judge of first instance was one of great hardship. He might 
sentence a man to a term to which he considered him justified, and in 
answer the prisoner would turn round and write a book explaining how 
much better and more suitable a sentence he (the prisoner) could have 
, inflicted in such a case. 

Mr. Hammond Chambers replied for the bar. 

‘* The Law Society ’’ was proposed by Mr. T. R. Hughes, K.C., and was 
acknowledged by Mr. W. H. Gray. 

‘* The Law Students’ Debating Society ’’ was proposed by the chairman 
and was responded to by Mr. Eustace B. Ames (the hon. secretary). 

Other toasts followed. 











Presentation to Mr. Hawkins. 


On Tuesday, the 18th of April, Mr. Rawle, the President of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, in the presence of a large gathering of subscribers, 
presented to Mr. Hawkins, the late Senior Master of the Supreme Court 
(Chancery Division), on his retirement from office, after nearly forty-two 
years’ service, a handsome service of plate, a gold watch, and one hundred 
and thirty-seven volumes of books anda bookcase, the result of a subscrip- 
tion (amounting to £350) by a large number of members of the profession. 

Mr. Rawzz, in making the presentation, said that the subscribers 
wished by it to mark their sense of the way in which Mr. Hawkins had, 
during his long term of office, discharged his duties. 

Mr. Hawkins, in reply, expressed his deep sense of the honour paid him, 
and said that he had tried to do his duty; and his friends, by that large 
gathering and the munificent gifts he was receiving, were trying to per- 
suade him that he had partly succeeded, but whatever success he had 
attained was largely due to the assistance he had received from those 
representing the suitors and from his staff. 





' Obituary. 
Mr. T. R. Kemp, K.C. 


Mr. Thomas Richardson Kemp, K.C., died on Sunday last. He was ason of 
Mr. T. R. Kemp, banker, of London, and was educated at Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge. He was called to the bar in 1858 and joined the South- 
Eastern Circuit. We believe he originally practised in the Lord Mayor’s 
Court, but his practice developed rapidly. He became a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1877. In 1892 he was appointed Recorder of Deal, and was subsequently 
transferred to Norwich. He contested unsuccessfully two Parliamentary 
elections. He was an effective advocate and a good cross-examiner, and was 
probably unequalled in his speciality of running down cases. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Lord Atverstone, G.C.M.G., Lord Chief Justice of England, has been 
appointed a Member of the Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical Discipline, 
in the place of the Right Honourable Lord St. Helier, deceased. 

Mr. Parrickx Rose Innzs, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder 
of Sandwich, in the place of Mr. Montague Johnstone Muir Mackenzie, 
resigned on appointment as Official Referee to the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. ALexanper Granam, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder 
of Bridgnorth, in the placeof Mr. P. Howard Smith, resigned on appoint- 
ment as a Judge of County Courts. 

Mr. Anrruur Browne, solicitor, of the firm of M. Browne & Son, of 
Nottingham, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Taking 


MacDowell, M.T.; G. Maitland, I.T.; R. G. Mangharamani, W. W. Acknowledgments of Married Women. 


Melville, and G. G. Mennell, L.I.; R. O. L. Montgomerie, I.T.; F. A. 

, M.T.; BR. H. Nelson, R. T. L. Parr, J. A. Pate, and Lord 
William B. Percy, 1.T.; G. W. Phillimore, M.T.; 8. L. Porter, I.T. ; 
E. M. Poynton, L.I.; B. N. Ray, R. A. Reith, B. Sasmal, D. R. 
Sawhny, and N. C. Sen, M.T.; E. W. Shep and T. Simpson, I.T.; 
A. C. ith, M.T.; H. N. Spalding, L.I.; G.J.Spreull, M.T.; R. Symes, 
A L. Taylor, and J. G. O. Thomson, I.T.; A. 8. Verden, L.I.; P. J. 
Wannen , M.T.; R. A. Wiles, L.I1. 





General. 


The Secretary of the Treasury has informed Mr. J. H. Whitley, M.P., 
in reply to a question in the House of Commons, that the fees (including 
clerks’ fees) paid to the English law officers of the Crown last year were as 
follows: Attorney-Geveral—salary, £7,000; fees, £5,993 14s. 4d. ; total, 
£12,993 148. 4d. Solicitor-General—sala ry, £6,000 ; fees, £3,74817s 3d, 





The number examined was 116, of whom 79 passed. 


total, £9,748 17s. 3d. 
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Sir Richard Henn Collins, on the 28th ult., saysthe Times, visited the 
Dublin Four Courts, and occupied a seat on the bench of the Oourt of 
Appeal during the hearing of an appeal by Trinity College against an 
order made by Mr. Justice Meredith. The sitting judges were the Lord 
Ohancellor of Ireland, the Lord Chief Baron, Lord Justice Walker, and 
Lord Justice Holmes. 


The benchers of the King’s Inns of Ireland, on the 27th ult., says the 
Dublin correspondent of the Times, entertained at dinner, at Henrietta- 
street a distinguished company. The Lord Chief Justice of Ireland pre- 
sided, and the Lord Chancellor and forty-four other benchers were present. 
This is the first occasion on which guests have been entertained by the 
Hononrable Society of Benchers of the King’s Inns. 


In order to facilitate business at the Southport police-court, the 
advocates in one case heard a few days ago, says the Daily Mail, con- 
sented not to make speeches. One of the magistrates (who is a lawyer) 
said if they did speak it would not make the least difference to the 
bench. One of the advocates replied that that was the best of having on 
the bench a gentleman who knew the tricks of the trade. 


The following circuits have been chosen by the judges for the autumn 
assizes: North-Eastern Circuit, the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice 
Jelf; South-Eastern Circuit, Mr. Justice Grantham; Western Circuit, 
Mr. Justice Lawrance; Oxford Circuit, Mr. Justice Kennedy ; Midland 
Circuit, Mr. Justice Bucknill; Northern Circuit, Mr. Justice Ridley and 
Mr. Justice Bray; North and South Wales Circuits, Mr. Justice A. I. 
Lawrence. 

The Corporation of Glasgow met on Wednesday, says the Times, to 
resume consideration of the question of the town clerkship. A letter was 
read from Mr. Prescott in which he stated that the proceedings of the 
council at the last two meetings had interposed an obstacle to his accepting 
the town clerkship in any circumstances whatever. He desired, therefore, 
to have the satisfaction of declining to allow his name to be further discussed 
in connection with the vacant office. 


Very few pictures of legal interest are, says the Globe, to be seen at the 
Royal Academy. The most important is Mr. Ouless’s portrait of the 
Prince of Wales, which is destined for Lincoln’s-inn Hall. His Royal 
Highness, who filled the office of treasurer last year, is arrayed in his 
robes as a bencher of his inn. A portrait of Sir Albert Rollit, by 
Prof, Von Herkomer, is entitled ‘‘ A President of the Law Society.’’ A 
miniature of the Lord Chief Justice, by Mr. Walter Everitt, is the only 
picture in the whole exhibition in which the legal wig make an appearance. 


The Library Committee of the City Corporation, in their annual report 
to the Court of Common Council, state, says the Times, that a calendar of 
letter-book G has been prepared by the records clerk, and is about to be 
published. It is largely concerned with the difficulties experienced by the 
City in furnishing the King with men and money to carry on the war with 
France, the period of time being from 1352 to 1374. In acknowledgment 
of their services in this respect the Prince of Wales despatched a letter 
from Bordeaux to the mayor, aldermen, and commonalty, giving them a 
detailed account of the military movements which culminated in the 
victory of Poitiers. 


The annual general meeting of the bar wi!l be held in the old dining 
hall of Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday the 9th of May, 1905, at 4,15 o’clock. 
The annual election of members to fill the vacancies upon the Council will 
be held in the week ending the 3rd of June, 1905. Every barrister is 
entitled to vote at the election, and voting papers with instructions to 
voters will be sent to every barrister whose professional address within the 
United Kingdom is given in the Law List. Every®tandidate for election 
must be proposed in writing, and his proposal form, signed by at least ten 
barristers, must be sent to the secretary, at the offices of the Council, at 2, 
Hare-court, Temple, on or before Tuesday, the 16th of May, 1905. 
Proposal forms may be obtained from the secretary. 


Mr. Fred E. Hilleary, M.A., LL.D., the town clerk of West Ham, has 
been presented with a public testimonial in the form of two portraits of 
himself, one in wig and gown (which will be hung in the council chamber 
at the Town Hall, Stratford), and the other in his doctor’s robe (to be hung 
at his private residence). ‘The portraits are the work of Mr. G. Greville 
Manton. Mr. Hilleary was born in West Ham, and for thirty-eight years 
has been connected with the official life of the huge parish. e portraits 
were purchased by public subscription, s by the mayors and past 
mayors of West Ham, and contributed to by every member of the town 
council and all the prominent burgesses of the borough. An illuminated 
address was also presented to Mr. Hilleary setting forth at great length 
the services rendered by him. 


The International Maritime Committee will hold a conference on inter- 
national maritime law at Liverpool from the 14th to the 17th of June. 
The questions for discussion are: (1) Limitation of Shipowners’ Liability ; 
(2) Conflicts of Law as to Mortgages and Liens on Ships; (3) Conflicts of 
Law as to Freight. A reception committee has been instituted under the 
presidency of the Lord Mayor of Liverpool, which numbers among its 
members Sir John Glover, Sir Alfred Jones, Sir John Gray Hill, and Mr. 
©, McArthur, M.P. The work of the former conferences of this body has 
80 far proved successful and attracted the attention of the Governments 
that a diplomatic conference was called ther at Brussels to consider the 
advisability of introducing its conclusions by way of treaties in the various 
maritime legislative systems. 

_ Senator Dubois, of Idaho, during the days when he was practising law 
in Boise City, was, says the American Law Review, on @ certain occasion 
sternly reprimanded by the judge of a court in that city because of — 7 
contempt of court, and in addition was fined in the sum of 50dols, The 





next day, according tc a custom followed in the Idaho courts, the judge 
called upon Mr. Dubois to occupy the bench for him during the transaction 
of some comparatively unimportant business. After the judge’s departure 
from the court room, Mr. Dubois exhibited an instance of that remarkable 
presence of mind for which he has ever been noted. The future senator 
said to the clerk of the court: ‘‘ Turning to the records of this court for 
yesterday, Mr. Clerk, you will observe recorded a fine of 50dols. against 
one Frederick T. Dubois. You will kindly make a note to the effect that 
such fine has been remitted by order of the court.”’ 


The President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries has appointed 
the Right Hon. the Earl of Onslow, G.C.M.G., the Right Hon. the Earl 
Carrington, G.C.M.G., the Right Hon. Jesse Collings, M.P., Sir Ral 
Anstruther, Bart., Major Patrick George Craigie, C.B., Mr. Charles Bidwell, 
Mr. William Brown, Mr. Francis Allston Channing, M,P., Mr. James 3 
Mr. John William Willis-Bund, and Mr. Robert Armstrong Yerburgh, 
M.P., to be a committee to inquire into the administration and working 
of the Small Holdings Act, 1892; to examine the various arrangements made 
by landowners in recent years for the provision of smaller agricultural 
holdings; and to report as to the conditions under which such holdings 
are most likely to be attended with success and as to the measures which 
may most advantageously be taken, either by legislation, co-operative 
association, or otherwise, to secure the increase of their number. The 
Earl of Onslow will be chairman of the committee. 


A Scottish correspondent of the Times says that two of the judges of 
the ‘‘ Inner House ”’ of the Court of Session—Lord Young and Lord Adam 
—are octogenarians, while others like Lord McLaren, Lord Kinnear, and 
Lord Kingsburgh (the Lord Justice Clerk) are advanced in life. It is not 
surprising that, owing to the severity of winter and early spring in 
Scotland, several of the judges should be occasionally absent from illness. 
Recent resignations and the consequent accession to the bench of com- 
paratively young and vigorous men have improved matters so far as the 
Outer House is concerned. But there are still octogenarians and septua- 
genarians in the Inner House, and other resignations may take place at no 
distant date. The feeling is decidedly gaining ground that the only 
cure for this recurring ‘‘scandal’’ is the legislative establishment of an 
age-limit for judges, equivalent as nearly as circumstances will permit to 
that which prevails in the Civil Service. For litigants and agents have 
been complaining bitterly in legal and other newspapers of the cost which 
the frequent deadlocks of the past two or three years have caused. 
judges constitute a quorum in each of the divisions of the Inner House, 
But sometimes two judges have been absent from illness at the same time, 
and in consequence ‘‘ Lords Ordinary ’’ have had to be drafted into the 
Inner House to bring it up to its statutory strength. This has led toastrain 
upon the remaining judges in the court of first instance, and as a conse- 
quence to delay, which means both exasperation and expense. 


Mr. Justice Walton and Mr. Justice Bray attended the annual meeting 
of the local Discharged Prisoners’ Aid Society at Manchester, on Thursday 
in last week. Mr. Justice Walton said no one could feel more frequently 
or more deeply the immense importance and beneficence of such societies 
than the judges. They felt in doing that which their duty called — 
them to do, that they were perhaps making sacrifices of lives. en 
criminals came before them and they remembered, what the chances in life 
of such people had been and what had been their surroundings and 
temptations, it was often very painful for the judges to have to pass the 
sentence which they were bound to pass, and they often felt that so far as 
the individual prisoner was concerned the law might do more harm than 

The prison must always be essentially a place of punishment, and 
experience did not lead them to expect very generally that it would make 
a man a better man; certainly it did not lead them to expect that prison 
would make a man more capable of earning an honest living. Although 
something might be done inside prison by classification, and in other 
ways, to prevent prison from doing Some to a prisoner’s future, yet if any- 
thing was to be done to benefit him upon his discharge they must look 
mainly to a prisoner’s individual action operating through such societies. 
In supporting that and kindred societies it seemed to him that they were 
paying a kind of debt to the unfortunates whom they were bound to 
punish in the interests of the whole community. It was im ble to 
measure the amount of good which could be done by kindness shewn to a 
prisoner when he or she came out of gaol. 








Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
vu u new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain > 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reerstrars mx ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Emercency Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Kexewica. Farwet.t. 
. 8 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey 
9 Jackson Theed Church R. Leach 
10 R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
ll Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
2 Beal W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
13 Carrington Theed Chureh BR. Leach 
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15, 1904) c.a.v. March 21 (Heard before the Lord Chief Justice of 
England, Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, and Lord Justice Stirling) 


OM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 
1903. 


How v Winterton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Dec 11, 1902 (produce order) June 3 


1904, 


Philpot v Bath and ors appl of deft Bath from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated June 16, 1904 (so to Trinity — Aug 23 

Herefordshire County Council v The New River Co appl of pltifs from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 16, 1904 Sept 30 

The Mayor, &c, of Ealing v Gibbon appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated May 17, 1904 (s o for appointment of Legal Re- 
presentatives) Nov 5 

In re Huggins’ Trusts and In re Mariotti’s Trusts and in the Matter of the 
Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881 appl of applicant A V 
Mariotti from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Aug 8, 1904 (so until 
after summons disposed of by Warrington, J) Nov 8 

Greenwood v Okes Curtis appl of pltff from order of MrJustice Warring- 
ton, dated July 4,1904 Nov ll 

In re James Morgan, dec Morgan v Crockett and ors appl of deft 
Thomas Morgan, from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Oct 26, 1904 
(s o Michaelmas Sittings) Nov 25 

In the Matter of Letters Patent, No 21,741 of 1901, granted to Augustus 
David Klaber and in the Matter of the Patents, Designs and Trade 
Marks Acts, 1883 to 1888 appl of A D Klaber from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Nov 4, 1904 (so May 8) Nov 30 

Mellor v Walmesley (Liverpool District Registry) appl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 18,1904 Nov 30 

Cross v The Mutual Reserve Life Insce Co appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated Nov 1, 1904 (so Michaelmas) Dec 6 


1905. 


Merino v The Mutual Reserve Life Insce Co appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 21, 1904 (produce order) advanced by order 
(so Michaelmas) Jan 12 

1904, 

Savill and ors v The City Offices Co ld appl of pltffs from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated June 30, 1904 (80 May 2) Dec7 

Payne and anr v Bloomfield (action and counterclaim) appl of pltffs from 
orderof Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 2, 1904 Dec 16 

Fletcher and ors v Collis appl of deft M A Collis from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated May 10, 1904, and cross-notice by Charles Lee 
Nichols, dated Feb 28, 1905 Dec 21 Fletcherand ors v Collis appl of 

ltffs (infants) from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated May 10, 1904 
ec 21 

Nash v Calthorpe and ors appl of defts Calthorpe and Clinton from order 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 25, 1904 Dec 22 Nash v Calthorpe and 
ors appl of deft Sinclair-MacLeary from order of Mr Justice Joyce, 
dated Nov 25, 1904 Dec 22 

Woodall v Clifton appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Nov 33, 1904 Dec 23 e 

1905. 

Rainford v Keith and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated Dec 20, 1904 Jan1l 

In re Arthur Wilson, dec Wilson v Wilson appl of pltff from refusal 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 28, 1904 Jan 16 

Assherton Smith yOwen Assherton Smith and ors v Owen appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 3, 1904 Jan 19 

Roberts v Jackson and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
ag Nov 28, 1904 and cross-notice by plaintiffs, dated Feb 17, 1905 

an 19 

Inre Balian, dec Balian v Balian appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated Dec 9, 1904 Jan 26 

Gammons v The Singer Manufacturing Co appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated Oct 29, 1904 and appln of pltff to adduce 
further evidence Jan 27 

Inre Benjamin Armitage, dec Armitage and ors v Armitage and ors 
“pp! of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated 21, 1904 

an 27 

Gardner v Spain and ors appl of plaintiff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Nov 9, 1904 (security ordered March 16—security 
ordered Murch 29 by Hammond & Johnson) Feb 2 

Soothill Upper Urban District Council vy The Wakefield Rural District 
Council and the Urban District Council of Ardsley, East and West appl 
i defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 23, 1904 

‘eb 7 

The Sunbeam Bleach Co ld v Daniel Clarke appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 12, 1904 (produce order) Feb 11 

Willatts (widow) v. Artley and ors appeal of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Farwell, dated Jan 17,1905 Feb 17 

Mercer and ors v Denne appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated June 25, 1904 Feb 21 

Love v Mack and anr appeal of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Jan 30, 1905 Feb 25 





In re Phillips, dec James v Phillips and ors 7 pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 14, 1904 Feb 25 

Stilemann v Farr appl of _ from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Feb 15, 1905 Feb1 


In the Matter of W Tasker & Sonsld Hoare v Tasker 1 of B. Gibbs 
and ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 20,1904 Feb 28 
Leckhampton & Co v Ballinger and the Cheltenham Rural District Council 


appl of the Cheltenham Rural District Council from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated May 20, 1904 (produce order) March 1 
Wilkins v Verrier & Co ld and Niblett appl of defts Verrier & Co ld 
from order of Mr Justice Lawrance (tried at Bristol by order of Master 
Romer, dated Jan 19, 1905), dated Feb 23,1905 March 2 Same v Same 
appl of deft Niblett from order of Mr Justice Lawrance (at Bristol), 
dated Feb 23, 1905 March 2 
Anderson v Holcombe and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 3, 1905 (produce order—security ordered) March3 
Jandus Arc wpe Ay Electric Co ld and Arc Lamp ld appl of defts 
from ae of Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 28, 1905 (produce order) 
March 6 
Nye v Crossley and anr applof pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
Tiated Feb 6, 1905 March 6 ’ 
Harris v May & Rowden and anr appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated March 1, 1905 Marcn 7 
The Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik v Hickson and anr appl of pltfis 
from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 12,1904 March 14 
Baker and anr v Duppa and anr appl of deft De Laune from order of Mr 
Justice Warrington, dated Dec 10, 1904 March 15 
In re T W Poupart, dec Kelly v Poupart ppl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated March 6, 1905 March 17 
In the Matter of The Pretoria Pietersburg Ry Co Jan Volker’s Claim 
app of claimant from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 28, 1905 
(security ordered) March 20 
In re J Muskett,dec Yetts v Yetts appl of pltff from order of Mr 
a ee, ne oe 30, po March 20 
) lv Johnson appl o' from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
Piated Feb 20, 1905" Ma 23 
In the Matter of the Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In the Matter of the 
Watchmakers’ Alliance and Ernest Goode’s Stores ld appl of B Boaler 
in —— from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Feb 28, 1905 
Marc 
In re Sir George Stuckley Stuckley, dec Stuckley v Kekewich appl of 
pitff from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 14,1905 March 28 
In re Marchioness of Thomond and In re Sir Stuckley Stnckley, 
dec Stuckley v Kekewich appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated March 17, 1905 (from Interlocutory List, by order) 
March 28 
In re Mortimer, dec Gray v Gray appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated March 3, 1905 March 28 
David Payne & Cold v Pakeman & Read appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 14,1905 March 29 
In re Nisbett & Potts’ Contract and In re Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874 applof F V Nisbet from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 
17,1905 April 1 
Wrigley v Gill and ors appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Warring- 
ton, dated November 24, 1904 (produce order) April 3 
In re The Glasdir Copper Mines ld The English Electro Metallurgical Oo 
ld v The Glasdir Copper Mines ld _applof the English Electro, &c, from 
order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated March 21,1905 April 4 
Sirdar Rubber Co and anr v W: , Western, & Co appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen y, dated Feb 18, 1905 April rt 
Marley v Stogdon and ors appl of Do. from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated March 24, 1905 (produce order) April 7 
Day v Hoare & Cold appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated March 9, 1905 April 7 
In re The Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In re The West Coast Gold Fields 
ld appl of FS Salaman (Trustee) from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated March 28, 1905 April 8 
In re Joseph Baldry, dec Richmond and anr v Field and ors “ppl of 
defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Feb 3,1905 April 11 
Rushmer v Polsue & Alfieri ld appl of defts from order of Justice 
Warrington, dated Jan 12,1905 April 11 
In re Black Biack v Black appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated Dec 20, 1 April 14 
In re Dicks, dec Dicks v Dicks appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated April 8, 1905 April 1 
In re Gilling, dec Procter v Watkins and avr appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 31, 1905 April 18 


FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS, 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1905. 


In the Matter of the Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and In re the Acetylene Gas 
and Electric Smelting Cold’ appl of J W He from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated March 21, 1905 A 

= Ly oo 1867 1877 In re The North of En 

an uced a of petnr from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated April 1, 1905 April “fla . 

In the Matter of Messrs Cohen & Cohen, Solicitors of the Supreme Court 

appl of oT refusal of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated April 


17, 1905 
(Zo be continued.) 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easter Sirrrnes, 1905. 
Norices Re.atinc To THE CuHancery Cause List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
the Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his business as announced in the Easter 
Sittings Paper. ‘ 3 

Mr. Justice Fanwett.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Farwell will take actions with witnesses 
daily throughout the sittings. 

Mr. Justice Bucktry.—Except when other business is advertised in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Buckley will take actions with witnesses 
daily throughout the sittings. 

Mr. Justice Jovce.—Except when other business is announced in the 
Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Joyce will take actions with witnesses daily 
throughout the sittings. 

Mr. Justice Swmren Eapy will take his business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Swrnren Eany will take 
Live: l and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in Chambers, 
Motions, Short Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Summonses on every 
other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, 6th May. 

Mr. Justice Warnincron will take his business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.— Mr. Justice Kexewicu, Mr. 
Justice Swinren Eapy, and Mr. Justice WarrincTon will sit in court every 
Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court will be taken as follows: Mr. Justice 
KeExkewicu, as stated in the Daily Cause List; Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy, 
with Non-Witness Actions; and Mr. Justice Waxrrincton, with Non- 
Witness Actions. 


Srecrat Notice with Rererence To THE CHaNncery Witness Lists. 

During the Easter Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 
Witness Actions as follows : 

Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his retained Witness Actions on days to 
be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Farwett will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Buck.ey will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take Witness Actions as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Swivren Eapy will take his two retained Witness Actions on 
days to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Warrincron will take his retained Witness Actions on days 
to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to April 20th, 1905.) 


Before Mr. Justice Kexewicn. | In re Gliksten Upjohn v Gliksten 
Retained by Order. | adjd sumns (so to come on with 


Witness Actions two mtns) 
Brown v Braikenridge (May 3) | In re Florence L Edwards, an infant 
Inre Davies Lloyd Davies v Davies adjd sumns 
(May 9) In re Smart’s Trusts Smart v 


Attorney-Gen v Corpn of Dor- 
chester (May 16) 

Husbands v Hodson 

Fear v Morgan 


Toller adjd sumns 

| In re Rabett, dec Winterton v 
Rabett How v Winterton adjd 
sumns 

| In re Edward Higg, dec Wright v 


Causes for Trial without Witnesses. Attorney Gen adjd sumns 


Gaussen v Whatman act In re Tayleur, dec ‘layleur v 
In re The Dee Side Colliery Co | Martin adjd sumns 
Scottish Metropolitan Life Assur- | In re W Smith, dec Compton v 
ance Cov The Dee Side Colliery Dew Smith adjd sumns 
Co act | In re M Kiddle, dee Gent v Kiddle 


Halliday v Barclay act 


adjd sumns 
Baxter v Bedford act 


In re Ryland’s Glass, &c,Co York, 
&c, Banking Cov The Co adjd 


Adjourned Summonses. | sumns 
In re Pidcock Penny v Pidcock | Inre WH Kay, dec Kay v Geake 
adjd sumns with witnesses (May | adjd sumns 


2) | Inre J Walsh, dec, and In re The 
In re Andrew’s Trusts Carter v Land Clauses Acts and In re the 
Andrew adjd sumns (May 16) Liverpool Corpn Act, 1902 adjd 


In re Earl de la Warr’s Settled sumns 
Estates and The Settled Land Act | In re Holland Holland v James 
adjdsumns pt hd (s otill facts | adjd sumns - 
have been ascertained in Cham- | In re Tolson Wooler v Tolson 


adjd sumns 


bers) 
Barber v The Mexican Land and | In re Slaughter Walter v Aichison 


Colonisation Co adjdsumns pt | adjd sumns 
hd (s 0) | In re Jenkins, dec Evans v Henry 
In re Du Cane and Boulting’s Con- adjd sumns 


tract and V and P Act adjd 
sumns (8 0) 

In re Knowles, dec Ludlam v 
Lawton adjdsumns pt hd (s o 
to be heard with witnesses) 

Attorney-Gen v Dorchester Corpn | In re Rumboll’s Settlement Wood 
adjd sumns (s o for affidavit of v Brown adjd sumns (with wit- 
documents) nesses) , 


In re Edwards, dec 
Lupton adjd sumns 

In re Baldwin Hodge, dec InreG 
W Hodge,dec Berridge v Hodge 
adjd sumns 


Edwards v 








In re Same Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In re Earwaker Spencer v Ear- 
waker adjd sumns 

De Quetteville v De Quetteville adjd 
sumns 

In re Giles Boucher v Giles adjd 
sumns 

In re Rooke, dec Hardy v Rooke 
adjd sumns 

In re MacCarty Smith v Dodd 
adjd sumns 

In re Nunns, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Reavely’s Settlement May v 
Reavely adjd sumns 

In re Aldersey Gibson v Hall 
adjd sumns 

In re Buckton, dec 
Lupton adjd sumns 

Killbourn v Killbourn adjd sumns 

In re 167—193, Drew-road, North 
Woolwich, and In re The V. and 
P. Act, 1874 

Tn re Viscount Encombe, dec Vis- 
countess Encombe v Viscount 
Encombe adjd sumns 

In re Grover Grover v Grover 
adjd sumns 

In re Lacon Laconv Lacon adjd 
sumns 

In re Truwhitt Fooks v Henderson 
adjd sumns 

In re Rich Rich v Ford adjd sumns 

In re Leacroft, dec Docker v 
Leacroft adjd sumns 

In re T Collyer, dec Jodrell v 
Collyer adjd sumns 

In re John James Cooke v Williams 
adjd sumns 

In re Nicoll, dec Hickes v Nicoll 
adjd sumns 

Attorney-Gen v Fenton Urban Dis- 
trict Council adjd sumns 

In re C J Inwood,dee Inwood v 
Inwood adjd sumns 

In re Same Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In re Lee’s Trusts France v Scaife 
adjd sumns 

In re Wainer, dec 
Priestley adjd sumns 

Todd v Jackson m fj (short) 


Nunns v Nunns 


Lupton v 


Corney v 


Further Considerations. 

In re Fletcher Fletcher v Marsh 
fur con 

In re The Atlas Permanent Benefit 
Building Soc Flexman v Jackson 
Jackson v Pardoe fur con 

In re Barnewall Bennett v Barne- 
wall fur con 





Before Mr. Justice FarweE.u. 
Retained by Order. 
Motions. 
Chang Yen Mao and anr v Bewicke, 
Moreing, & Co 

Weston-Super- Mare, Clevedon, and 
Portishead Tramway Co Mullins 
v The Company 

Courage & Co v Higgs 

In re Stubbs Ashby v Stubbs 

Powell v Newman 


Petitions. 
In re Ingle’s Settlement 
Wright-Ingle 
Kerridge v Kerridge 


Watson v 


Adjourned Summons. 
In re Mason Mason v Mason 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Codd v Delap act (s o until return 
of Commission) 

Mathews v Wilmer act 

Attorney - General v Pontypridd 
Urban District Council act 

Jacobs v Harper Bros act 

Burnay v Parrish actand counter- 
claim (s o fourteen days after 





affidavit filed and inspection had) 


Gillson v Gillson act 

Brown v Fisher, Clark, & Co act 

Thompson v Helmore act and 
counterclaim 

Waller v The Rock Partition Co 1d 
act and counterclaim 

Mappin & Webb ld v Leapman act 

Lascelles, Tickner & Co v White act 

Clarke v Green act 

Mayor, &c. of Southampton y 
Sanders act and counter-claim 

The Law Union and Crown Insce 
Cov Holt act 

Corbett v South Eastern and 
Chatham Ry Co act 

Ashford Breweries 1d v Pomfret act 

Davis v Hester act 

Birmingham Corpn v Birmingham 
Canal Navigations act 

Chamberlain v St Clair act 

Phillips v Thynne act 

Champion v Beaven act 

In re Jackson’s Patent, No 4,404, of 
1903, and In re the Patent, 
Design, and Trade Marks Act, 
1883 petn for revocation (Liver- 
pool District Registry) 

Watson v The Perseverance Homes 
Assce Cold act 

Hayward v Ellis act and counter- 
claim 

In re Fox dec Makepeace v Alford 
act 

Rolfe v Barton act 

Yates v Barlow act 

In re Robert Jones, dec Jones y 
Jones trial of issues 

Heine, Solly & Cov Norden & Co 


act 

Morgan v Great Western Colliery 
Co act 

Musgrave v Army and Navy Dairy 
Cold act 

Davies v Robinson act 

Boussac v Bechmann act 

O’Byrne v Sherrott act 

Penny v Hayward act 

Stocker v Powell act 

Gates v Fieldings ld act 





Before Mr. Justice Buckury. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Tn the Matter of Patent, No 1,110 
of 1890, of C A Hitchcock and In 
the Matter of the Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks Acts 
1883 to 1888 petn (set down by 
order)—s o until after appl heard 
Gaitskell vy Wood act without 


pleadings 

Consolidated Pneumatic Tool Co v 
OC Churchill & Co ld act (not 
before May 17) 

King v Browne Martin act 

Same v Same act 

Thompson and ors v Murray and 
ors act 

In re DJ Cundell, dec COundell v 
Hewer act (restored) 

Barrs v Conder act and mf j 
(s o liberty to apply) 

Corpn of Swansea v National Tele- 
phone Cold act 

Mitty and anr v The Mutual Reserve 
Life Insce Co act 

Logan & Watson v The Mutual 
Reserve Life Insce Co act 

Pedrette v Brighton Corpn and 
anr act 

Gosheron v Beach and ors act 

Jenkins v Davey act 

Dickson v Keen act 

Farman v Crawford act 

Klickmann v Klickmann act 

The District Messenger and Theatre 
Ticket Co v The Piccadilliy Art 
Galleries Cold and anr act 





Before Mr Justice Joycr. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjourned Summonses. _ 
Thompson v Brull adjd sums with 
witnesses 
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Inre G. Campbell, dec Matheson v 


Campbell adjd sumns 

Inre Lucas Lucas v Lucas adjd 
sumns 

Capital and Counties Bank v Wright 
adjd sumns 

In re Barker, dec Capon v Flick 
adjd sumns 

Inre William Crockett, dec Stanley 
vy Davies adjd sumns 

North American Land and Timber 
Co v Watkins fur con and adjd 


sumns 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Farbenfabriken vorm F. Bayer & 
Co v Chemische Fabrik von Hey- 
den act 

In re Moulton, dec Grahame v 
Moulton act pt hd 

Winby v Oyens act 

Waite v The Midland Ry Co act 
and counterclaim 

Cowan v Macleay act 

Martyn v Same act 

Pearson vSame act 

Whitworth and Wife v Same act 

Inman v Same act 

Townend v Same act 

Williamson v Same act 

le Fanu v Same act 

Smith vSame act 

Rawlinson v Same act 

Goward vSame act 

Mumford v Same _ act 

Bond v Same act 

Anderson v Same act 

Morris vSame_ act 

Vardy v Same act 

Barr v Same act 

Dyer v Same act 

Charlwood v Same act 

Bullock vSame act 

Leeds Forge Cov Jepson act (so 
pending settlement) 

Seaton v Nalder & Collyer’s Brewery 


Co act 

Carlaw v J R Williams Co 1d act 
(June 5) 

Metropolitan Ry Co v Metcalfe act 

Miller vy Luxemburg act 

In re Reavely Trusts May v 
Reavely act (not before May 25) 

New Inverted Incandescent Gas 
Lamp Co ld v Globe Light 1d act 

Attorney-Gen v Allen act 

Elsdon v Mayor, &c., of Hampstead 


act 

Brown v Haig & Oxley act 

Part v Bond act 

Anderson v Fraser act 

Ecclesiastical Commrs v Williton 
Urban District Council act 

Wilson v Corsellis act 

Fairminer v Lovelace act 

In “ Clinton Clinton v Clinton 
ac 

In re Jewkes, dec Brown v Brown 


ac 
Tilly v Grant act 





Before Mr. Justice Swrvren Eapy. 
Retained by Order. 
Causes for Trial With Witnesses. 
Schweder v The International Trust 
and Finance Corpn ld act 
The Jamaica Ry v Colonial Bank 
act and mtn for judgt 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 

and Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Catherine Hunt’s Settled 
Estates and The Settled Land 
Act adjdsumns (s 0 till trial of 
act ‘‘ Bulteel v Lawdeshayne”’) 

Inre J J Bennett’s Estate Slater 
v Jackson adjd sumns 

The Attorney-General v de Winton 
adjd sumns 

In re Macturk 
adjd sumns 

In re Narramore, dec Goddard v 
Cowlishaw adjd sumns 


Burland v Macturk 





In re Leveson-Gower and Settled 
Land Act adjd sumns 

In re Howes, dec Howes v Platt 
adjd sumns 

In re Goulder, dec Goulder v 
Goulder adjd sumns 

Titus Astle 1d v Mansfield adjd 


sumns 

In re Northcott Mitchell v North- 
cott adjd sumns 

In re Constantine,dec Constantine 
v Constantine adjd sumns 

In re W Garner Waller v Palman 
adjd sumns 

In re F G Smith, dec Read v 
Griffiths adjd sumns 

In re Anderson’s Trusts Lucas v 
Watson adjd sumns 

Ashworth v Bretherton adjd sumns 

Blair v Good Good v Blair Blair 
v Good adjd sumns 

In re Banning, dec Parton v Cart- 
wright adjd sumns 

In re Bryers’ Estate 
Bryers adjd sumns 

In re Thomas’ Settlement Penn v 
Thomas adjd sumns 

In re Heywood-Lonsdale Gladstone 
v Heywood-Lonsdale adjd sumns 

In re Sparkes, dec Buckley v Bell 
adjd sumns 

In re Chalk, dec Coombe v Coombe 
adjd sumns 

Mackintosh- Walker v Walker adjd 
sumns 

In re Freeth, Rawson, & Cartwright, 
solrs adjd sumns 

In re Grinyer Grinyer v Russell 
adjd sumns 

In re Gale, dec Paine v Hanson 
adjd sumns 

Walters v Sisson adjd sumns 

In re Gardner’s Trusts In re 
Edwards, dec Thorpe v Hoskin 
adjd sumns 


Bryers v 


Further Considerations. 

In re Arnott’s Estate Parry v 
Arnott fur con pt hd (s 0) 

Coop v Graham furcon 

In re Hayward, dec Mitchell & Co 
v Hayward fur con and adjd 
sumns 

In re Samuel Beard, dec Lloyd v 
Beard fur con (short) 

In re A Earnshaw & Sons ld The 
Halifax Commercial Banking Co 
ld v A Earnshaw & Sons ld fur 
con . 





Before Mr. Justice WarRINGTON. 
Retained by Order. 
Actions with Witnesses. 
Press v Cowley act pt hd 
The Plaisetty Mantle Syndicate v 
The Welsbach Incandescent Gas 
Light Cold act 
In re Butt, dec Butt v Harrington 
act 


Further Considerations. 
In re The Trusts of the Will of 
T Faed, R.A., dec Faed, an 
infant v Ballantyne and ors fur 


con 

Simmons v Simmons fur con 

In the Matter of the Estate of 
W Grosvenor Wallis, dec 
Beauchamp and ors v Wallis and 
ors fur con 

Reed v Westacott fur con 

Burton v Redgate fur con (short) 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses : 


and Adjourned Summonses. 

The Bombay, Baroda and Central 
India Ry v The Secretary of State 
for India in Council act (s 0 to 
fix a day) 

In re Valieri, dec Valieri v Valieri 
act 

In re Chancellor and Council of The 
Duchy of Lancaster and Keeble’s 


Contract Attorney-General of 
The Duchy of Lancaster v Keeble 
adjd sumns 

In re M A Warner Warner v 
Warner adjd sumns 

In re Stamford and Warrington's 
Estate Hall v Lambert adjd 


sumns 

In re John Gully, dec Gully v 
Gully adjd sumns 

In re Anstey, dec Anstey v Scott 
adjd sumns 

In re J E Severne, dec Severne v 
Severne adjd sumns 

In re Devenish, dec Devenish v 
Webb and anr adjd sumns 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 

Hydra Combined Mineral Water 
Making, rey and Syphon 
Filling Machines ld (petn of Dob- 
son & Nall ld—s o from March 7 
to May 3) 

Hardy & Greenacre, ld (petn of 
Semple & Co—s o from April 4 to 


May 3) 
Colley & Co, 1d (petn of Schwarte & 
Hammer—s o from April 4 to 


May 3) 

Whitehornes, 1d (petn of L. Phillips 
—s o from April 11 to May 3) 

Darlington Wagon & Engineering 
Co, 1d (petn of W Radcliffe—s o 
from April 11 to May 3) 

Universal Insurance, Loan & In- 
vestment Co, 1d (petn of G Fearns 
—s o from April 12 to May 3) 

Whitehornes, ld (petn of F W 
Ostermann) 

R A Everett & Co, ld (petn of 
Spalding & Hodge, 1d) 

Le Vallon Syndicate, ld (petn of 
J F Kempson) 

Travellers’ Club (Paris), 1d (petn of 
Mappin & Webb, 1d) 





& Greenacre, ld (petn of 
Villiers, Robinson & Co) 
Brewing Improvements Corpn, Id 
“MO ° Xa aan of W G 
i." & 
Son & ors) . — 
Palmerston Industrial & Finance 
Corpn, Jd (petn of R W Felkin) 
ion? Navy Dairy Co, ld (petn of 
A E Cooper) 
Financial & Commercial Bank, ld 
(petn of E A Mannheim) 


Petitions (to sanction Scheme of 
Arrangement) under Joint Stock 


— ent Act, 

0. 

Crisp & Co ld (petn of company and 
liquidator) 


Slough Creek 1d (petn of company 
and liquidator) 


Motions. 

Pirmasen’s Water Co ld (to stay 
winding up—s o from April 11 to 
May 3) 

Associated Financial Corpn 1d (to 
stay proceedings in voluntary 
winding up—s o from April 12 to 
May 3) 


Court Summonses. 
Gamble, Jones, & Co ld (for leave 
to examine—so from April 12 to 


May 3) 

Appleton, French, & Scrafton 1d 
(for payment of costs of examina- 
tion) 

Bokitsi Goldfields 1d (for four day 

order for payment of £681 19s. 4d.) 

Salisbury Syndicate ld (for transfer 
of debentures and shares) 

Same (for declaration as to claim of 
W W Van Ness) 

Universal Insurance, Loan and In- 
vestment Co ld (for crossexamina- 
tion on affidavit) 








Yorks.—Swa; ng 

Swaythli tation on 

Lawrance, Webster, Messer, ylor, 

May 9.—Messrs. Braver: 
Valuable 


estimated rents £835 per annum. 
advertisement, April 29, p. iv 


Houses. Solicitor, E. N. 
p. iv.) 


of £3 16s. Lot 9.—Yearly Ren‘ 
Coun’ i 


Sou gq Fey hy Th Hl mgd ~y Solicitors, 

& , London. (See advertisemen' 22, p. iii) 
Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 1 :—Whitecha tisk choot ): 
Freehold Houses and Shops. Nos, 86, 118, 119, 120, 
Whitechapel, and a Warehouse in Newcastle-street ; ucing 


The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


May 5.— Messrs. Tucketr & Son, at the Bioat, of 8. te One Lot :—The Strathwell Estate 
pu Ventnor, Isle of Wight): Freehold idential , COM: substantial 
dence,standing in matured — ——- park ; the rents paid for the land 
amount to about £300 per annum. tors, Messrs. Beldon & Ac! Bradford, 

pane = Southonee: Freehold i i 
e L. and 8.-W. Railway 


B 


within half-a-mile of 


Eastleigh 


ef 
Messrs. Wing & Eade, London, (See 


May 11.—Messrs. Stimsox & om at the Mart.at 2: Freehold Ground-rents and Freehold 
. Mirams, Esq., Brighton. 


(See advertisement, this week, 


Result of Sale. 


Absolute Reversion to £3,600. Lot 6.—Absolute Reversion to £800. Lot 8.—Land Tax 

of £2. Lot 11 and 20.—Fifty Shares of £10 each 
ty Fire Office. Lots 21 and 22.—Two Shares of ife Office. 
Lot 23.—Policy of Assurance for £2,000. Lot 24.—Policy of Assurance for £1,000. Lot 
25.—Policy of Assurance for £500. Lot 26.—Policy for £2,000 








June 1, to send 
to David Williams, 


send their names and addresses, and 


June 10, to send their names 





Manchester, solors for liquidator 


Wive Civs, Luurep (iy Ligurpation) —Creditors are required, on 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, April 28, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrep in CHANCERY. 
Friax Rerrixe anp Parparine Syxpicare, nae 


php Pe ta 
their resses, articulars 
Bush In House, Cannon st, liquidator 


are required, on or before 
of their debts or claims, 


or 
of their debts or claims, to 


Stray, 107, Wool Exchange. ad Co, Leadenhall st, solors for liquidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liwrrep in CHANCERY. 
CoroniaL Samet asp Manvractvrie Co, Luatsp—Creditors are req on or before 
and and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


uired 


to Alfred Griffith Wilde, Bank of England chmbrs, Tib ln, Manchester. Boote & Co, 
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Commence Tix Mixz, Lonrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Cooper, 4, 
Sun 


: ct, . 

CrericuTon Rei & Co, Limitrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 29, to send their 

ee and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Lander 
estall, 87, 

Crocer, Rimer, & Co, Luntep (in Votuntary Liquipatiox)—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Gwynne Street, 15, Coleman st 

Eyouisn Minine Sywproate, Limitep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 17, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

i to Lorenzo Merino, 104, Avenue Malakoff, Paris 

Foxpatz Ranway Co, Loartep (1x Ligquipatioys)—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 

to William Henderson Walker, 50, Athol st, Douglas 

New Peak Syypicate, Limirep—Creditors are —< on or before May 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to George Henry 
Chantry, 57, Moorgate st. Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln's inn fields, solors for liquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 21. 
Apams, Mary, Camden rd May 22 Peake & Co, Bedford row 
Apiam, Water ALExanveR, Walthamstow June24 Woodward, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Baggactouen, Jonny, Colton Whitkirk, Yorks, Farmer June 1 Harland & Ingham, 


Bearer, Apam, 8t Leonards on Sea, Doctor May 15 Langham & Co, Hastings 

3eTT, THomas, Guildford Junel4 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 

300TH, ExizaBETH, Mortimer Common May2l1 Parker & Son, High Wycombe 

Baivezs, Grorcr Jouy, Courtfield rd, Kensington May 22 Marks, King st, Cheapside 

brown, Ann Suitu, Choriton cum Hardy, Manchester June 15 Tallent-Bateman & 

waites, Manchester 

Brauxwin, Heney Tween, Bradwell, nr Braintree, Essex May 17 Partridge & Wilson, 

Bury St Edmunds 





Carrer, Henry, Ripon, Yorks, Shoemaker May 31 Wise & Son, Ripon 
Cuayton, Eiiey, Padgate, nr Warrington May18 Jenkins & Co, Warrington 
Cc Joux, Ely, Cambridge May 20 Hall, Ely, Cambs 
Cours, Janz, Hyde, Chester y14 Watts, Hyde 

Groace Hewry, Lime st sq, thip Broker May 19 Surtees & Surtees, Bedford row 
Daviess, Davip, Aberporth, Blaenporth, Cardigan July 1 Morgan & Richardson, Cardigan 
Dent, Janz Ametia, Abingdon rd, Kensington May 31 Capron & Co, Savile pl, Conduit st 
Ercue.ts, 8x.ixa, Newton Heath, Manchester May 6 Pegge, Manchester 
Fargixctos, popeaesen, Ghee lane, Pablisher May 31 Debenham & Walker, Gresham 


FigsuipsenpD, Hareiet, Penistone, Yorks May 25 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Fowxer, Peecivat Heney, Watford, Cattle Importer April30 Wallington, Watford 
Garpsyzk, Paorse Sornia, Eastbourne May 31 Eaden & 8 ing, Cambridge 
Graisozr, Ricnarp, Wednesbury, Staffs May9 Knowles, Wednesbury 

Gnoves, Rosgrt, Eton, Licensed Victualler June1 Durnford & Gale, 

Hauuwse11, James Hexry, Biackburn, Hotel Proprietor May 23 Platts, Blackburn 
Hanno, Francis, Harberton rd, Whitehall Park May 27 Routh & Co, Southampton st, 


Hesaox, Haxxau, Middlesbrough May1 Watson, Middlesbrough 
Beviaxp, Fritz Hexey, Worthing, Hotel Proprietor May 31 Edell & Gordon, King st, 


Cheapside 
Hit, James, Castleton, Lancs, Tanner May 31 Wilson, Manchester 
Hits, Wiru1am_ Jony, Hurst Green, Sussex, Licensed Victualler May 24 Smith- 
, Hawkhurst, Kent 
Hivcauirrz, og Manufacturer June 6 E W Hinchliffe, North Hill road, 


s 

Horta, Lovisa JANE, Froxfield, nr Petersfield June1 Burley, Petersfield 

ee + oe Epwarp, Nottingham, Chartered Accountant May 22 Fraser, 
ottingham 

Huspast, Marcursite Awxiz, Nottingham May 22 Fraser, Nottingham 

Homrnaies, Saran Axx, Woodford cum Membris, Northampton May 30 Fairfax, 


Hvmrsaiss, Taouas, Woodford cum Membris, Northampton, Labourer May 30 Fairfax, 


Jacxsos, Joszrn, The Hill, Millom, Cumberland May 24 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
, Hewey, Ely, Tailor and Robemaker May 20 Hall, Ely, Cambs 

Kissy, Groroz, Gt Stanmore May 14 Snow & Co, Gt 8t Thomas Apostle, Cannon st 

Litr.ewoop, Georce, Penistone, Yorks May 25 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

McBaipg, Exxet Eutens, Oakhill rd, Putney June 1 A J & J Dickson, Queen st, 


Edinburgh 
Maxis, Feepezict, Burslem, Staffs, China Dealer May10 Alcock & Abberley, Burslem 
Mokrre.y, Haswan Saxe, Kingston, Surrey May 17 Gabriel, Portugal st bldgs, Lincoln’s 


Paxemas, Joszru, Swansea May 22 Mautlow, Bristol 
Pangxixsos, Cuzistoruesn, P: with Hackensali, Lancs May 15 Hardwicke, Fleet- 


Pasusy, EvizazetTu, Newcastle upon May 31 Baty & Fisher, Hexham 

Paice, Joseru, st L , Claph a June 1 Morice & Strode, Serjeant’ inn, 
Poon, Ayxz, Stockwell May 20 Cordwell, Old Serjeants’ inn, Chancery In 

Ramsay, —: Avexayvenr, East Cliff, Bournemouth June 1 ‘Taylor & Co, Field ct, 


s 
Begzp, Tuoxuas, Devonport May 30 Gill, Devonport 
Bosissos, Rosest, Fleetwood, Lancs May 15 Haidwicke, Fleetwood 
Rovognsos, Jaurs, Broadgreen, Liverpool May 31 GQuiggin & Son, Liverpool 
Borce, Davin Cooxe. Lenton, Notti May 23 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 
Busuros, Sauvar, Highgate hill, Cheesemonger May 17 Cooper & Bake, Portman st, 
ag 
Gesvena, Sasnes, Selhurst rd, South Norwood May 22 Edridge & Newnham, Croydon 
J Evwanp Dotmax, Great Barr, Staffs May 29 Sladen & Wing, Delahay st, 


‘estminster 
Simuonns, Aztuve, Twickenham May 15 Lov: ve & Durant, Windsor 
Sxosz, Eowanv, Handolph cres, Paddington, Wholesale Confectioner May 22 Broome 
& Griffithes, Bedford row 
na temple Unwin mansions, West Kensington, Barrister at Law May 22 Langton, 
Tacors. 


, Sarrempes Bara, Ebury st June 14 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 
Tuoxurniit, Suapeve Beavroy, Kotagire, Nilgiris, 8 India June S Walker, Quality ct, 


Waxes, Joux, Constantine rd, Hampstead May 29 Johnson, Theobadl’s rd, Bedford row 

Wirs0x, Cuanvorre Preys, Brighton May 30 Vandercom & Co, Bush In 

Yarus, Wit1iam Craze, Caton Green, Lancaster, Brewer May 22 Lycett, Manchester 
London Gaeette,—Tursvay, April 25. 

Avene, eet, Binelair ri, Kensington May 2 Lithgow, Wimpole House, 


Brewicn, ¥ Boazpuax, Bolton, Lancs Junel5 Hulton & Co, Bolton 





—<——— 

Boe atano, Josepn, Liverpool, Pawnbroker May 30 Pennington & Higeon, Liverpool 

Brevetor, Tomas, Lynmouth rd, Stamford Hill June 1 Howard & Shelton, Tower 
chambers, Moorgate 

CHAMB —. cee Epwarp Harnway, Clifton, Bristol June1 Wansbrough & Qo, 

risto! 

Dyson, Jonny, Hull Junel MHearfield & Lambert, Hull 

Davipson, NaTuani&1, Bentinck ter, Regent’s Park, LRCP May 20 Lithgow, Wimpole 
House, Wimpole st_ - 

Exuis, Epwarp, Cleckheaton, Yorks May18 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 

weer, Spenyat Buckland cres, Hampstead May 20 Lithgow, Wimpole House, 

impole st 

FoxwELt, am Frepericx, Much Hadham, Herts, Solicitor June 1 Maria Louigg 
Foxwell, Much Hadham 

Gameaarees. Heney, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, General Dealer May 27 Bell, Sowerby 

ridge 

Heegeiott, MarGaret, Castlegate, Berwick on Tweed May 31 David Wright, Spring. 
field, Halifax 

Hopsoy, Samvet Hargis, St Anne's on the Sea, Lancs May 31 Cooper, Manchester 

Hook, Groree, Bedminster, Bristol, Tobacconist June1 Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 

JosstLyN, Joun Henry, Ipswich May 19 Josselyn & Sons, Ipswich 

Kemp, Susannau, Croydon Mayl4 Gardners, Abergavenny 

Meapk, Louisa, Horton, Surrey June7 Fox & Co, Victcria st, Westminster 

Parkinson, GeorGce, Worksop, Notts Junue8 Morrison, Sheffield 

Peace, WiiuiaM Cuarves, Cardiff May 31 Jones & Son, Cardiff 

Peace, Evizapern, Cardiff May 31 Jones & Son, Cardiff 

Rees, Davin, Lianishen, Glam May 25 Bradley & Son, Cardiff 

Rickarps, ConsTantTing, Oaxaca, Mexico May 25 Hasties, Lincoln inn fields 

Scott, Tuomas, Ovenden, Halifax, Grocer May 25 Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 

Srapces, Mary Ann EvizaspeTu, Avenue rd, Regent’s Park June 17 Crump & Co, 
Gt George st 

STRIKE, in Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne June9 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Taytor, Jonas Dearn ty, Halifax May 25 Humphreys & Co, Halifax 

WuiTEHRAD, AsranamM, Rochdale, Tailor May12 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdale 

Wi .ias, Joszpx, Higher Bebington, Chester, Quarry Proprietor May 22 Moore & Son, 
Birkenhead 

Youre. am Kirkandrews on Eden, Cumberland, Gardener May 31 Errington, 
Carlisle 

London Gazette.—Fripay, April 28, 


Barvow, James Roserts, Patricroft, Lancs May 26 Stott, Manchester 

Bagyes, ANN, Blackburn May 20 Kennison, Biackbura 

BatTCcuELor, Susan Barratt, Tunbridge Wells May 30 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Brack, James, Darsham, Suffolk Leighton & Aldous, Ipswich 

Brows, Marrsew Joan, Stretford, Lancs, Metal Agent June 10 Doyle, Manchester 

CampseLL, Mary, Belgrave, Leicester May 29 Toliec & Pochin, Leicester 

Carpa.e, Emity Isapetia, Albury, Surrey June2 Iliffe & Co. Bedford row 

CasTELLw, Jacosp Nunes, Nice May28 Hodges & Pyke, Mark In 

Crarke, James, Wiesbaden rd, Stoke Newingcon, Fancy Box Maker May 31 Lewis & 
Co, Worship st 

Custis, Cuares, Liverpool, Commission Agent June7 Brown, Liverpool 

Dean, Ropert, Barnoldswick, Yorks June 23 Walker & Co, Manchester 

Epwakrps, Jonny, Black Park, nr Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer May31 Bygott, Wem, Salop 

Kpwarps, Rees Powerit, Ddole, Cwmdauddwr, Radnor, Farmer May 31 Harries, 
Rhayader, Radnor 

Harpman, Wi.viam, Breakspearsrd, Brockley May26 Bruce & Co, Johnst, Bedford row 

Hart, Susaynan Maria, Brighton June 10 Saunders, Crewkerne 

HavcGuron, Emma, Broseley, Salop May3l Canane & Elliott, Wellington 

Hawkins, Cuarves, Adderbury, Oxford, Tailor May 15 Bliss & Fisher, Banburg 

Hawkins, Epmunp, Adderbury, Oxford, Tailor May 15 Bliss & Fisher, Banbury 

Houpen, Luruser, ipswich, Suffolk June12 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 

Hovrer, Witi1am, West Lavington, Wilts June 10 Jackson & Jackson, Devizes 

Howakth, James, Radcliffe, Lancs, Farmer May13 Duckworth & son, Bury 

Hupson, Ereanor Jane, Hartfield, Sussex May 30 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

James, Witii1AM, Dlogan, Cornwall May 31 Daniell & Thomas, Camborne 

Lawsence, CoHar_Les Hinps, Southsea June2 Barnard & Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Leruerivcs, Evizasetn, Tavistock, Devon June16 Chilcott & Chilcott, Tavistock 

MarsuHa.t, Cuar.es, Brighouse Junel Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 

Mattuews, Saran Janz, Bridgwater, Pattern Maker May 20 Hagon & Teek, Bridg- 
water 

Mityes, Mantua Any, Almondbury, Huddersfield May 31 Hallas, Huddersfield 

Moce, E.ien, Bridgwater May 26 Watson, Bridgwater 

Parsons, Georce Victor, Birmingham, Metal Refiner July 30 Coley & Coley, Birming- 


Parsons, Joun,jLavender hill, Battersea June8 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’sinn fields 

Pepper, Jouy Tuomas, Brighton May 29 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 

Scort, Mary, Wordeld st, Battersea Park July 1 Oldfield & Co, Walbrook 

Simpson, Josepu, Hale Barn, nr Altrincham June % Lawson & Co, Manchester 

we D, aren, West Ditchburn, Alnwick, Northumberland May 31 Forster & Paynter, 

nwic! . 

— aan, West Ditchburn, Alnwick, Northumberland May 31 Forster & Paynter, 
Alnwic 

SranrorpD, ALAN Septimus, Boxted, Essex, Farmer May 30 Stanford, Strand 

Tomkins, GzonGe, Kington, Hereford, Bricklayer Juae 1 Temple & Philpin, Kington 

Woop, Georce, Helperthorpe, Yorks. Farmer May 6 Wood, York 

Woop, Recinap, Patricroft, Eccles, Lancs May 28 Bowden & Livesey, Manchester 

Woo.renven, Ricuarp, Exias, Droylsden, Lancs, Schoolmaster May 20 Wovlfenden 


Denton 
Wray, Emiy, Leeds May 29 Jones & Co, Leeds 
Waicut, Joun Maguey, Loftus, Yorks May 27 Hoggett, Loftus 


London Gazette.—Tuxsvay, May 2, 


A.pripGeE, James, Ubberley, Stafford May 20 Day, Stoke on Trent 

Aten, Exiza, Neweasile upon Tyne Junel Ryott & Swan, Newcastle upon Tyne 

AgLosH, IsapeLtta, Woodside, nr Carlisle Junes8 Darbishire & Co, Manchester 

Ag.osn, James, Woodside, nr Carlisle June 8 Darbishire & Co, Manchester 

Bariquanp, Leon, Paris June’ Farish, Walbrook 

Banszett, Catuenixe, Salford June 30 Ogden, Manchester 

Ca.tow, Haxniert, Kedcliff, Bristol, Baker May #1 Atchleye, Bristol 

Cuantry, Witiiam, Warrington, Confectioner May 31 Davies & Co, Warrington 

Cuessuyee, James Wittiam, Watford May 30 Wood, Cheltenham 

Cuester, Exiza, Liverpool Junel Williamson, Manchester 

CoLcLouGsa, Georce, Victoria st, Westminster May 27 Murray, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Cousuxcaiper, WitiiAM Hii, Enfield, middiesex June 138 Browa & Co, Finsbury pymt 

Duss, Jounx, Cu:mstock, Devon, Butch June5 Michell, Welliagton, somerset 

Ex.venrsox, Hamitron James, Dover June9 Mowll & Mowll, Dayer 

Eversuep, Faxyy, Burton on Trent May 31 Knowles & Evershed, Burton on Trent 

Eversuev, Sypney, Burton on Trent, Brewer May sl Kaoowiles & Evershed, Burton on 
Trent 

Evag, Josera Bormay, Wrangle, Lincoln, Farmer July 20 Millington & Simpson, 





tm 
Gincer, Mivprep, Willesden green May 27 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 
Ginoer, Tuomas, Wendover, Bucks, Farmer May 27 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 
Haut, Avice. Fieetwood, Lancaster May 19 Kean, Fleetwood 
Hawi, Ax» Kxizasern, Inskip, nr Preston May19 Kean, Fleetwood 
Hammenton, Many, Coventry June’ Minster, Coventry 
Hanes, Toomas Auruun, Kingston upon Hull, Contectioner June 10 Woodhouse, Hull 
Henitace, Wittiam, Garsiogton, Oxford, Market Gardener June 10 Galpin, Oxford 
Hii1, James, Whitworth, une 18 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 





Lancaster J 
Hircuun, Henny, Halifax, Mill Manager June7 Farrar, Halifax 
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me, Mary Janz, Dover May 31 Penge & Harby, Dover 


Ives, AnTHUR, Coventry June 3 


Jenxivs, Evan, Glanrhyd, nr Swansea June9 Strick & Co, Swansea 


Keuiett, Richarp Epwarp, Wigan June7 Peace 


Lrrrie, Juxia, Liscard, Chester June 2 Rudd, 4" 9 aa ee 
y Ow! ve 


Lowe, ‘Tuomas Barwapas, Burton upon Trent, Buil 
Burton upon Trent 


May, Carzouive Lewis, Bristol June 13 Gwynn & Co, Bristol 
Nasu, Joux Grorar, Dfracombe May 30 Beaumont & Son, Gt Winchester st 
Parke, Henry rece Stroud Green, Pianoforte String Manufacturer June 5 Fitz- 


gerald, Chancery 


Parrox, PETER, ed = Brighton June10 Butcher, Bouverie st 
Pexreiess, Jonn. Tunbridge Wells May 31 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
Joun, Romford rd, Forest Gate May 20 At twater & Liell, Stratford 


Ross, Joun, Royston, York, Engineer June6 Smith & Co, Sheffield 


Puiiar, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, April 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Assort, Harry, Tisbury, — Hairdresser Salisbury 
Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Ayres, Samuet Lana, cam, Sign Writer Plymouth 
Pet April20 Ord ‘April 20 

Borges, Grornce Epwarp, Leeds, Artist Leeds Pet April 
20 Ord April 20 


Coates, HERBERT eee, York, Plumber Leeds Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

Cowarp, Henry, Mere, Wilts, General Dealer Salisbary 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Davies, Danirt Joax, Garnant Bettws, Carmarthen 
—— Maker Carmarthen Pet April 19 Ord 

pri 

Dawson, Grorae Ropert, Withern, Lincs, Farmer’s 
Assistant Gt Grimsby Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Gittman, Joun Wictiam, Failsworth, nr Manchester, 
Coachman Manchester Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Hay, Ropert, Newcastle on Tyne, Confectioner Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Aprlis Ord April 18 





Ixcram, Georcz Henry, Gravelly Hill, Birmingham, 
yr ae Agent Birmingham Pet ’ April 20° Ord 
pril 20 

James, ALBERT HERBERT, a, Staffs, Joiner 
Ganley Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Marzgiort, Joun Wit.1am, Thr ter, Farmer 


L 
Leicester Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
Mitten, ArtHuR Epwarp, West Didsbury, iam, Fish 
Dealer Manchester Pet April 2uv Ord April 20 
Neat, Percy, Newark upon Trent, Notts, Baker Notting- 
ham Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
0’ wy aa Nelson, Provision Dealer Pet April 20 


April 

Parker, Kpwarp Travis, Timperley, ote, Coal Dealer 
Manchester Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

PuILuips, SARAH, ye’ General Outfitter Cardiff Pet 
April 19 Ord April 

Quinn, Micuagt, Fao an Beamer Burnley Pet April 20 
Ord April 20 

ScatrerGoup, Grorer, Stapleford, Notts, General Engineer 
Derby Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Taomrson, Frepesrick, and Haroip Ceci, Lewis Barsuaw, 
——— ton, Schoolmasters Brighton Pet April20 Ord 

pril 

Witson, on ARLES Eryest, Monument rd, Birmingham, 

Baker Birmingham Pet April 20 Ord April 20 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Assorr, Harry, Tisbury, Wilts, Hairdresser May 3 at 3 
Off Ree, City chmbrs Endless st, Salisbury 

Beacom, Epwakp, Gauden rd, Clapham, Dairy Manager 
May 4at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Browy, Wic.1aM, Aberdare, Draper May 3 at 3 185, 


High at, Merth 
dershot, Agent May 3 at 12.30 24, 


Brycg, Georar, 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Coox, ALraep Ranxix, Long Stratton, Norfolk, Builder 
May 3at 11.30 Maid’s Head Hotel, Norwich 

Davies, Danret Jonny, Garnant, Bettws, Carmarthen, 
Cabinet Maker May 3 at 11. 30 Off Ree, 4, Queen st, 


Carmarthen 
Davigs, Sie. Merthyr Tydfil, Glam, Fruiterer May 5 at 
aati Tydfil 
Licensed 


12 135. . High st, 

Davies, Joun. Pontardulais, Carmarthen, 
Victualler May 3 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

Featnersy, Rosert Grorcr, Chatham, Tobacconist May 
8at ll, 30 115, High st, Kochester 

Fenton, Harry, Soothill, nr Dewsbury, Coal Merchant 
May 3 at10.30 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

GELLIna, a Wessrer, Laurel rd, Barnes Common, 
Insurance Supervisor May 4 at 12.30 24, Railway 
app, London Bridge 

Harvaker, Ricuanp, Armley, Leeds May 3 at 12 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hanus, Hinognr, Abertillory, sien, Painter May 4 at 12 

High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Hu routs Joxu, Langport, Somerset, Grocer May 3 at 
30 Off Ree, City chmbrs, Endless ' st, Salisbury 
Krronsr, Wiiam Frank, Eastbourne, Grocer May 4 at 
L ll. 49 an tag hen eP, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 
uxN, ALFreD Levi, Burton on Trent, Joiner May 8 at 
Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derby — 

Miromsut, Ronerr, Shettield, Property Agent May dat 12 

Bo Of Reo, F igtree oo ald 
we, Tom Stan.ey, Wadhurst, Sussex, Draper May 8 at 
12 Bank ruptoy bldgs, Carey st ” : 

Sramvton, Witi1aM, Moseley, Worcester, Watch Material 
Dealer May 4 at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


Pe 


ae 


June 1 
Scorer, Bey West 
Wigan 


Wansor, Saran, F 
Wesster, Axx, 
Weismann, WILLIAM, 
WaittTLez, badhagy = — 
Woop, Sanau, Al 











Park, Eastbourne, Builder 


Wega, Jacos, Hampden ‘a, 


 e at 12 County Court Offices, Seaside 


urme 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Assorr, Harry, Tisbury, Wilts, Hairdresser Salisbury 
Pet April 10 Ord A) 10 

Apps, Grorer, Hayli , Hants, Builder Portsmouth 
Pet March 28 O April 20 

Ayers, Samugt Lana, Plymouth, Sign Writer Plymouth 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Boyce, Grorce Epwarp, Leeds, Artist Leeds Pet April 
20 Ord April 20 

Branp, Asranam, Plymouth, Farniture Dealer Plymouth 
Pet April19 Ord April 20 

Bryce, Groner, Aldershot, Agent Guildford Pet March 
20 


Ord April 8 

Bun.oven, James Epwarp, Bolton, Tailor Bolton Pet 
March 25 Ord April 20 

Coates, Hersert Waseap, York, Plumber Leeds Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

Cowarp, Henry, ; Wilts, General Dealer Salisbury 


Pet —> Ord April 20 
poe, ANIEL JoHN, Garnant, Bettws, Carmarthen, 
Cabinet Maker Carmarthen Pet April 19 Ord 
April 19 
Dawson, Georcz Rosert, Withern, Lincs, Farmer’s 


Assistant Gt Grimsby Pet April 30 Ord April 20 
Foutps, Joun, Nuneaton, a Draper Coventry 
Pet March 30 Ord April 20 


Gritmay, Jony Wituiam, Failsworth 


Manchester 

Coachman Manchester Pet Bes Apeil 30 "Ord April 20 

Ineram, Georce Henry, Gra irming 
Commission Agent Hieniaghets Pet et’ April 20 Ord 


April 20 
a ALBERT Hersert, Smallthorne, Staffs, Joiner 


Hanley Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Ly.x, Wi.t1aMm, Berwick upon Tweed, Chemist Newcastle 

on Tyne Pet April1 Ord April 20 

Sanesewe, Joun Wiiram, Thrussington, Leicester, Farmer 
Leicester Pet April20 Ord or 20 

Neat, Percy, Newark upon Trent, Baker Nottingham 

et A —- Ord Apri 20 

O'Brien, Martix, Nelson, Provision Dealer Burnley Pet 
April Ord April 20 

Parker, Epwarp Travis, Timperley, Chester, Coal Dealer 
Manchester Pet A) 20 Ord April 20 

Quixy, Micuart, Burnley, Beamer Burnley Pet 
April Ord April 20 

Rows, T Srantey, Wadhurst, Sussex, Draper Tunbridge 
Wells Pet March 21 Ord A 

Row es, Epwiy, Somerset, Boat Builder Bristol PetApril 


14 Ord April 20 
ScaTrerGoop, GrorGe, Stapleford, Notts, Lace Machine 
Builder Deby Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
Tuomrson, Seaneween.and AROLD CeciL Lewis Batsuaw, 
Brighton Pet April 20 


Brighton, Schoo 
April 20 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Beate, Gorpon Franois Tracy, Tenterden, Kent, China 
Clay Merchant Lewes Adjud Nov 3, 1904 Annul 
Ap tN ll 








ae, Freperick Cuartes, South Shields, Durham, 
pine ye Newcastle on Tyne Adjud Dec 21, 1893 
annul April 20 
London Gazette.—Fripay, April 28, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Atutsoyx, Ropert, and Tomas ALLISO 
Shipley jam, Market Gardeners Bradford Pe Pet Apri 


Ord A. 


mae. Jor, im, Shoehand Leicester Pet April 26 
Ord April 26 


Eean, James, jun, Wifes, Boot Dealer Liverpool Pet 
‘April 26 Ord April 26 
Evans, Tuomas, and Witiiam Pierce Davies, Blaenau 
Festiniog, Merioneth, Builders Portmadoc Pet April 
26 Ord April 26 
Forste paeeee f Carlisle, Plumber Carlisle Pet April 
26 Ord April 26 
Fox, Wituiam Henry, Cinderford, Glos, General Dealer 
Gloucester Pet April 26 Ord April 26 





| Hous, Grorat Tuomas, Thrapston, Northam Con- 
Nort pt Pet April 26 O April 2 26 
Layton & Co, we Dimsdale ra, Fulham, Builders High 


Court Pet March 28 Ord April 26 
McKay, Henny, Stoke upon Trent, Fishmonger Stoke 
upon Trent Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
Maqgesst. Aupert Isaac, Falmouth, Cornwall, Innkeeper 
Pet oo 26 Ord April 26 
ion st, pactery, Engineer High Court 
Pet April 1i Ord April 26 
Ranxix, Exnest, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, High Holborn, 
Oot aaa ss Traveller High Court Pet March 4 


Re wr aon Abercanaid, r fil, Collier 
ne tia Tia Pet April 26 yl 


Smirn, Ropert Leonanp, Goxhill, Lincoln 


Sauees, ny - Hon Aveustus Freperick Agraur Lord, Ombersley Court, Worcester 
Curtler & Co, Worcester 


a ee June 30 Turnbull & Tilly, West 
Lincoln & Co, Segue ss ee 

1 forbes & Bon, Foochurch ot 

4 London st, 


SrarrorD, EvizaBers, Stratford, , Essex t. 

Sraeet, Joun, St Albans, Christchurch, om, Denes ‘une 10 Burt, 
Tayior, Eviza, Ma: Devonshire & aherick's +s pl, Old Jewry 
TuornTox, JANE ANN, Fulford, nr York June 6 ttoe, York 

TwITCHIN, ” GEORGE, Holybourne, Fone May 20 

Watts, Jang Powney, Cardiff June 24 Stone & Co, 


ulham May 24 


= - May 18 Hiampetead Jane 8 


Tpemich Lankecper May 28 Wi 


Eas. Old Jewry 
ollaston, Ipswich 


Roe se, Lg = Manufacturer’ 
und Race ee sAgent High 
gaa he ures zorcE, Bedford, *Goachbuilder Bedford 


Pet A Ord April 
SuTHERsT, db, Bury, Lancs, Boot Dealer Bolton 
oa ay Gt Yarmouth, 
April 26 Ord Apel 3 
Furniture 
Pet April 26 ry 


Wapr, Marcaret Exp, Trefriw, Carnarvon, 
Victualler Portmadoc Pet April 26 Ord April 26 


wees ae eL a 5," Po yet ee 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


em Ironmonger May 8 at 
Off Ree, 14, Chapel 
Beno & Lestt Esightslier ‘ct, Mantle Manufacturers 


waRD THomas Fr 
wner Yarmouth 
Bens amin, 


Taxon, 
Boat 


VELLE; 


. ore — Carey st 
EMAN, JOSEPH, Westham, Weymouth, Builder May 
mug at 2 30 Off Rec, Locher wang renner A 


ne, 7 On a Bitter sare tag Apa = 


ampton 

Carr, Henry Exwest, Watford, Herts, Hairdresser May 
8ati2 Off Rec, 14, ene 

Cowarp, Henry, Mere, W: General Dealer May 9 at 2 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, 


st, Salis 
Curnpertson, Sypyey F, reas May 9 at 12 Bank- 


— : ChrishaJl, Essex, Farmer May 9 at 3 
Downnen, = Paiuip, —y tay 7 


Eapon sauee Arrave, Carlton, nr Snaith, Yorks, Com- 
mission Mey 8 at 230 Off Reo, Whe Red 


House, Duncombe pi, ¥ 

Eastaves, Mary roy ——- a Hull May 6atll 
Off Rec, _—_ House 

Eckrrsiey, Jam Blackpool, Sateing house Keeper 
May Sat 11 Of Ree, 14, Chapel st, 

Evans, Swe Oh ggg ee a. Labourer May 
6atil Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Ruan, Hen Frank Feanmay, Hatton yd, Hatten 
a Duikhere und and Decorators MaySatil Bank- 


ruptey , Carey at 
Case Wietaw , Sandbach, Cheshire, Grocer May 9 at 
Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
Gwen a oe Teh Berths Giam, Grocer May 8 
T 
Hay, Rosse, Newcastle on 
May 8 at 12 Ovf Ree, 30, 
Seunaeh. = Joux ¥ 
Northumberland, 


0 ies 30, at’ Newenstle 
aon. Joux oa nee, Neath, Carp Carpenter May 
$1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Hereford, Carpenter May 8 at 


Makniorr, Joan Wixu14m, Thrussington, Leicester, Farmer 
May 8 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester ° 

MiLLs, ous 3 Joun, Woodditton, nr Newmarket, Grocer 
May 8 at 2.30 The White Hart Hotel, 

Orway, Han. Bevesr Cartyox, Banway st, Oxford st 

Pearson, Henry Witiam, St Neots, Hunts, Furniture 


7 1sat3 Lion aan, i“ 
SuackietTon, JAMES, — a was orwood Green, 


~... je, 
10 2, 


2 a May 9 


bid, tenham 
Seweane, Taomas, jun, Gloucester, Pig Dealer May 6 
12 Off Reo, Station rd. Gloucester 


at 
, Jonx Srecey, Gt Chishall, Cambridge, Harness 
Waviuker May 9 at 3.15 The Rose and Crown Hotel, 


Congleton, 


, JAMES, Threshing 
Wansurton é AMES. eam. — 


Edward st, 
Jouy, Ferrers, Northampton, 
Wess, Writtan Jou OHN ‘alge ~ 
Northam 
Waeias, Haver, , Boot Repairer MaySat3 Of 
Wisus, Was, =F, Jouxn Wieum, A’ Berks, 


May Gati12 1, 8t 
Wricart, Wass , Grocer May 8 at 11.90 Off 
Rec, 3, Manor pl, 





Amended netien euhetinabel for thet pabitshed ta the 
London Gazette of April 


Park, Eastbourne, Builder 
tay eat 12 County Ham piee Omics Geashe va, Rast 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 
se, Ropest, and Taomas Auuisox, Wrose Hill, Shipley, 
Yorks, Market Gardeners Bradford Pet April 26 Ord 
April 26 
Bow es, Jor, Leicester, Shochand Leicester Pet April 26 
Ord April 26 


Eean, Jamas, jun, be yea Lancs, Boot Dealer Liverpool 


Pet A 26 Ord A 

Evays, ' Homas, and Are Pierce Davis, Blaenau 
F og, Merioneth, Build: Po oc Pet April 
26 Ord April 26 

Testa, Ont Act ae, Plumber Carlisle Pet April 


wee ILLIAM a “Cinderford, Glos, General Dealer 
Gloucester Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

GoxpseRe, Rosz, Gordon st, Gordon sq, Mantle Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet March 23 Ord April 26 

Green, Frank, and Epwarp ¥ yt — st, Importers 

_ _ ~~ Ord A) 

‘OLLIB8, EOR@E 'HOMAS, Threp m, Northampton, 

ew Northampton pon, April 26 Ord 


pril 26 
an em ry Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet April 4 


Kempinski, Max, Commercial rd, Clothier HighCourt Pet 
Dec 19 Ord April 26 
oes, Herry, stoke upon Trent, Staffs, ares 
Stoke upon Trent Pet April 26 Ord April 
Macxistosu, Huca Mackenzir, St Mark’s = Notting 
, Journaliet High Court Pet April5 Ord April 20 
ae Avert Isaac, Falmouth, Cornwall, Innkeeper 


26 Ord April 26 
Pacey, Waves & Herpert Henry, Wisbech Saint Peter, 
a Grower King’s Lynn Pet March 31 


ym 
— > cane te Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
Tani Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
meet yo Exsey, Camberwell New rd, Corn Mer- 
chant High Court Pet April19 Ord april 20 
Suturrsr, Sotomon, Bury, Lancs, Boot Dealer Bolton 
et April 26 Ord April 26 
Tay.or, Epwarp Tuomas Fiii, Gt Yarmouth, Fishing Boat 
Owner Gt Yarmouth Pet "April 26 Ord April 26 
Veure, Bexsamin, Manchester, Furniture Dealer's s Assistant 
Manchester Pet April 26 O1d April 26 


London Gazette.—Turspay, May 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Benoer, Cuarzes, oe Mon, Greengrocer Tredegar 
Pew april 29 Ord rd April 29 

Bexuy, Jonny James, hale, Altrincham, Builder Man- 
ch Pet April 29 Ord April 29 

Bicken, aeeete, Cardiff Cardiff Pet April 26 Ord 


Bingusv, Henry, Burnham, Somerset, Tin Smith Bridg- 
water Pet April 28 Ord April 28° 

BowarteEs, -y Netherton, Dudley, Licensed Victualler 

aoe 29 Ord April 29 
em, a. ~~ Tipton, Labourer Dudley Pet 
April 27 Ord April 

Bromwicu, ALBert eones Henry, and Franx Lemar- 
CHasD Cxark, Croydon, Siate Merchants High Vourt 
Pet 27 Ord Apmil 27 

Burmax, Issutt Joan, Bordesley, am, Baker 

. Eos ape 28 Ord April 28 

Mw, JAMES, ware rd High Court Pet April 27 

Ord April 27 : 


Segeaen, ine Josera, York, Draper York Pet April 5 


Dockkg., irene Jonx Morcan, Lancaster gate, 
ee er High Court Pet March 3 O1d 


Epwasps, Artuur, West Bromwich, Commission Agent 
West Bromwich Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Etwoop, ALEXaspER STxwaat, Gracechurch st, Com- 
mission igh Court Pet April 10 Ord 


April 28 

Gace, Gzoucz, Southwold, ——. Fae | Stable Keeper 
Gs Yarmouth Pet April 28 April 28 

GaLz, Arravr, Fleet, ao tl Builder Guildford 
Let April 28 Ora A April 2 

Giapmas, James Cuanizes, Warwick st, aan Hosier 

Court Pet Aprl6 Ord April v8 

Gaivrxtt, ALyaep W, Bournemouth, Stationer Poole Pet 
Apriil4 Ord April 23 

Gutier, Jauzs Bezx, Exeter, Horse Dealer Exeter Pet 
April 28 Ord April 28 

Guusiey, Noumax Juszrn, Aston, Pickle Manufacturer 

Pet April 27. Ord April 27 
Haicu, Avevsrixz, to Yorks, Painter Sheffield 
p38 se on, J 8,M en Builder 
ANNAFOKD, u oh uth, Plymouth 

Pet April13 ' Ord Apel 2 ag 

—-? ae Py ~~ —_—_, Fishmonger Poole 

Howsua., , £4 a Staffs, Commercial 
Traveller Stoke upon Trent Pet April 29 Ord April 29 

Hoepses, ar? Aus, Leeds Leeds Pet April 27 Ord 


Host, poy Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet April 23 
Ord April 28 


Inouusos, Farpexicx, Lianhilleth, — Labourer New- 
port, Mon Pet April 27 Ord "April 27 

Jacksos, Tuomas, Salford, Confectioner Salford Pet 
April 29 April 29 


Jaumaisz, Witttam Tuoxnas, Lewknor, Oxford, Coal Mer- 
chant +6 Pet April 29 Ord April 29 

Ksrssuaw, Wazren, Leeds, Jeweller Leeds Pet April 
ll Ord April 28 

McCivse, Janus Tuonss, Beswick, Manchester, Plumber 
Manchester Pet April is Ord’ April 28 

Maszizs, Wacren pesaee, Small Heath, Birmingham, 
Tailor Pet roe Ord’ April 28 

Nicaows, Rovert Duwruonxe, Swaffham, Norfolk, Boot 

King’s Lyon Pe’ Aprii 28 Ord April zs 
Paskis, Tuomas, Appleby, Westmoriaad, Labourer 
Kendal Pet April 26 Ord April 26 





ay James, Walthamstow, Bill Poster High Court 
April 28 Ord April 28 
eae ARBY JOHN, High Holborn, peated Engineer 
h Court Pet April 7 Ord April 2 

uname Epwarp, Caerau, Maesteg, jon, Collier Cardiff 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

SHARLAND, James, 8 ‘oot, nr yee yep Wagon Repairer 

Barnsley Pet seit Ord April 

SnowDeN, CHARLES eae Hythe, Kent Canterbury Pet 
April 11 Ord A) 

Sovamone, JOsEPH, Limehouse, Toy Dealer High Court 
Pet Aprill Ord A) 

Sperrine, THomas, Mi ~ all am Somerset, Manager 
Wells Pet April 27 Ord April 

Srap.ey, Sir Harry, Bart, Cowes, I y W Newport Pct 
April10 Ord April 29 

Stitt, Gzorce, Wandsworth High Court Pet April 10 
Ord April 27 

Tuompsoy, JOHN, rye Yorks, Phrenologist York 
Pet A April 29 Ord April 29 

TurnsuLt, Joun, Newcastle upon Tyne, Horse Dealer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Warp, JAayz, Stratford on Avon Manchester Pet April 
lu urd April 28 

Wittiams, Beysamin, Skewen, Glam, Coal Trimmer Neath 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Autisoy, Ropert, and Taomas Auuison, Shipley, Yorks, 
— + eee May 10at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, 


Aygrs, Samuet Lane, 8t Budeaux, Devonport, Sign Writer 
May 10 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 
Bipeoop, Henry, Burnham, Somerset, —— May 10 
at 11.45 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Bovucuey, WILLIAM, New Brighton, ¥ neve Builder May 
10 at 2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Bowens, ‘'Homas Wituiam, Tipton, Staffs, Labourer May 
10at3 Off Ree, 199, Wolverhampton | st, Dudley 

BowTE.tL, CHABLES Epwarp, Gt shelford, Cambridge, 
Caterer May 18 at1l Queen’ 's Hotel, Reading 

Boy — GrorcE Epwakrp, 8, Artist ‘May 10 at 11.30 

ff Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Brand, ABRAHAM, Plymouth, Furniture Dealer May 11 at 
11 Off Ree,6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Bromwicu, ALBERT GrorGe Henry, and Frank LEemaR- 
cHanD CLark, Queen Victoria st, Slate Merchants 
May 12at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Broomz, Epwarp James, Bigby, , Farmer May ll 
atll Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Coates, Herpert Witrrep, York, Plumber May 10 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Conpron, JAMES, Edgware rd May 12 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Crospy, Euma, Scarborough, Lodging house Keeper May 
10 at 4 74, New borough, Scarborough 


Davey, Ropert, Worcester, Baker May 10 at 11 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 
Derusaes, ¢ JoserH, York, Draper Mayll at3 Off Rec, 
The ed House, Duncombe pl, York 
Seales Bensamin Joun Morcan, Lancaster gate, 
wore Practitioner May 16at12 Bankruptcy tfigs 
arey st 


Epwarps, CuasLes JoserH, Upper Warlingham, Surrey, 

Bridge, May 10 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 
ri 

Exwoop, ALExanpER Srewant, Gracechurch st, Com- 
mission Agent May 15 at 12 Bankruptcy’ bldgs, 
Carey st 

Empsatt, Witt1aM Henry, Kingston upon Hull May 10at 
11.30 Off Kec, 8t Mary’ s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Forster, Gzorce, Carlisle, Plumber May l5at3 Off Rec, 

34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Sule Feaxk, Little Milton, Oxford, Licensed Vic- 
tualler May 10 at12 1, 8t Aldate’s, Oxford 

Frost, Watrer. Shinfield, Cowman May 18 at 12 Queen’s 
Hotel, Reading 

Gittmas, Jonny r inseam, Failsworth, nr Manchester, 
Coachman May l0at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

GiapMax, James ogy Pimlico, ‘Hosier May 12 at 2.30 
Bank ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Guvey, James Beer, Exeter, Horse Dealer May 11 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

HaDLet, CuarLes AL FRED, Stockton on Tees, Painter 
May 17 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Hearty, Jous Danie, Lan ho, nr Blackburn, Solicitor 
May 10 at 11.20 County Sourt house, Blackburn 

Hous, Gzorcz Txomas, Thrapston, Northampton, Con- 
fectioner May 16at11 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamp- 


ton 

Horgz, Feaxk Wericut, Barton on Humber, Licensed 
Victualler May 10at 11 Off Rec, St Mary chmbrs, 
Gt Grimsby 

Hupeos, Rurn Ayn, Leeds May 10 at 12 Off Rec, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 

Houmeneies, Cuantes, Gt Wyrley, nr Walsall, Staffs, 
Farmer May 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Host, Wituiam Grorce, Gt College st ne oe » eae 
Grocer May 10 at 11 Bankruptey b bidgs, Care 

Hurst, Joszvu, Gt Harwood, Lancaster, Coal Serchant 
May 10 at 1145 County Court house, Blackburn 

Ixceam, Witiiam Sykes, Longton, oo May 10 
ati2 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffo 

James, Witttam, Cheltenham May 11 at 11 County Court 
bidgs, Cheltenham 

Laytox & Co, W, Fulham, Builders May 15 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mappocks, Samver Georce, Kettering, Northampton, Out- 
fitter ‘May 16 at 10.20 Off Rec, Bridge st, North- 
ampton 

Mvrnrs, Joun, Smethwick, Staffs, Timekeeper May 12 at 
11 191, Corporation wt, Birmingham 

Owes, Tames L, Finsbury, ‘Engineer May 10at12 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Pacett, Hasny Jamus, and Gronoe Tuomas Avaustus 
Pacett, Birmingham, Merchants May 11 at 11 
191, Corporation ot, Birmingham 





Parker, Epwarp Travis, Timperley, Cheshire, Coal Dealer 
May 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Payyr, James Henry, Cudaall, Chariton Kings, Chelten. 
ham, Grocer May 11 at 11.30 County Court bidgs, 
Cheltenham 

Peace, Joun Henry, Mansfield, Notts, Grocer May 10 at 
230 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


* PERKINS, RicHaRp Woopuouse, Bromley, Kent May 11 at 


.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Pui.uirs, SARAH, General Outfitter May 11 at 2.99 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Poutrer, ArTHua DrirreLtt, New Bridge Printer 
May 12 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Quiciey, CLARA JANE, ’ Stockport May 10 at 11 Off Ree, 
County chmbrs, Market pl, Stockport 

Regs, Gabriet. Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier May 
10at3 135, High st, Merthyr 

ScatTreRGoop, GEORGE, Stapleford, Nottingha Lace 
Machine Builder May 11 at 3 Off Rec, ro Full st, 


Derby 
Pon 4 JoszrH, Limehouse, Toy Dealer May 10 at it 
Bankru) bldgs, Carey st 


Srerrina, Tuomas, Midsomer Norton, Somerset May 10 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

SvurTHeErst, SoLoMoN, Bury, Lancs, Boot Dealer May 10 at 
2.30 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

TayLor, Epwarp Tomas Fit, Yarmouth, Fishing Boat 
Owner May 12 at 10.30 Mr Lovewell. Blake, South 
Quay, Gt Yarmouth 

Tomas, as Gaerwen, Anglesey, Farmer May 10 at 11 
Cc chmbrs, Chester 

Sos: ene E148, Stockton on Tees, Fruiterer May 
17 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Tuompson, FREDERICK, and Haroup Cron Lewis BatsHaw, 
Brighton, Schoolmasters May 18 at 10.30 Off Ree, re 
Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

THompson, came Harrogate, Phrenologist Ban f 11 at 3.45 
Off Rec, The Red House Duncombe pl, Y¥ 

Toppina, Wituram, and ALEXANDER * = New 
hton, Chester, Builders May 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, 

ictoria st, Liv 

was JANE, Stratford on Avon May 15 at 11 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Wess, Tuomson, Essex rd May 10 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Wi.1aMs, Ricuarp, Tranch, Pontypool, Mon,Grocer May 
10at 11 Off Ree, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Woopwasgp, WILL1aAM FREDERICK, Birmingham, Jeweller 
May 11 at12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Woo.priDGE, Cement, Fenton, Staffs, Butcher May liat 
12 Off Rec, King at, Newcastle, Staffs 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bencer, CHARLES, har erent Mon, Greengrocer Tredegar 
Pet "April 29 Ord agg of 
Berry, Joun James, Hale, Altrincham, Builder Manchester 
Pet April 29 Ord a’ 29 
Sroneh, SRN Cardiff Pet April 26 Ord 
il 26 


Es 
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Recognised 
MARKET for 


ORIENTAL 
CARPETS 
and RUGS 


LARGEST SELECTION 
IN THE WORLD 


Compare Prices 


Tottenham Court Road London 


MAPLE & CO 
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pwaTes, Joszra, Netherton, Dudley, Worcester, Licensed 
Victualler Dudley Pet April 29 Ord April 29 

porens, Tuomas WiLL1amM, Tipton, Staffs, Labourer at 
Slag Works Dudley Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

pwr, Cuastes Epwarp, Gt Shelford, Cambridge, 
Caterer i Pet March 24 Ord April 26 

Joos, GRRALD Azruur, Carlton, nr Snaith, Yorks, Com- 
mission Agent York Pet April7 Ord April 28 

praaps, AntHuR, West Bromwich, Commission Agent 
West Bromwich Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

(cB, GEORGE, Southwold, Suffolk, Livery Stable Keeper 
@t Yarmouth Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

Lower Richmond rd, Putney High Court 


Pet March 14 Ord April 29 
quspay, Haney, Whitfield st, Tottenham Court rd, 
Automobile Engineer High Court Pet Feb 7 Ord 
il 27 
guuzy, James Bern, Exeter, Horse Dealer Exeter Pet 
i128 Ord April 28 
fon, Aveustixe, Mexborough, Yorks, Painter Sheffield 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 


mG, GzoRGE Joun, Bournemouth, Fishmonger Poole 
diet April 28 Ord April 28 
fowsHALL, Wituiam, Lo m, Staffs, Commercial 
Sereller Stoke upon : t Pet April 29 Ord 
Bg Ruta Ann, Leeds Leeds Pet April 27 Ord 


7 
fost, Rosert, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield Pet April 28 
Ord April 28 


Jsorzson, Freperick, Lilanhilleth, Mon, Labourer 
Newport, Mon Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
Kmey, Witt1aM, Trimley 8t Mary, Suffolk, Coachbuilder 
ich Pet April10 Ord April 27 


{erssaw, Joun Buckuey, Halifax, Solicitor Halifax Pet 
March 25 Ord April 27 
Imex, Mary Anne, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet April 


5 Ord April 28 
Ixoxs, AntHONY, Norton, Malton, Yorks, Builder Scar- 
h Pet March 20 Ord April 27 


Muuzr, ARTHUR Epwarp, West Didsbury, cs, Fish 
Dealer chester Pet April 20 Ord April 28 

Monet, Ropert, Sheffield, Property Agent Sheffield 
Pet Feb 25 Ord April 28 

Mouors, Rosert DuntTuorne, Swaffham, Norfolk, Boot 
Dealer King’s Lynn Pet April28 Ord April 28 

Pusxix, Tuomas, Appleby, Westmorland, Labourer Kendal 
Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Rioxarps, Taomas Wiuam, Tibshelf, Derby, Joiner 
Derby Pet Feb13 Ord April 27 

Rospins, James, Walthamstow, Essex, Bill Poster High 
Court Pet April 28 Ord April 28 

RosenserG, Montix, St James’ mans, West End In High 
Court Pet Jan24 Ord April 20 

oy = eal Exeter High Court Pet Nov1 Ord 


Pp 

funvet, Epwarp, Caerau, Maesteg, Collier Cardiff Pet 
April 26 Ord April 26 

Sauspexs, Freperiok, Gower st High Court Pet Feb 8 
Ord April 20 

Srsrainc, Tuomas, Midsomer Norton, Somerset Wells 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Taomrsoy, Joun, Harrogate, Phrenologist York Pet 
April 29 Ord April 29 

TusnBuLL, Joun, Newcastle on Tyne, Horse Dealer New- 
castleon Tyne Pet April28 Ord April 28 

Want, Maxcarer Ewsip, Trefriw, Carnarvon, Licensed 
Victualler Portmadoc Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

a ty —_ Sees on Avon Manchester Pet April 10 


Wuutams, Bens amin, Skewen, Glam, Coal Trimmer Neath 
Pet April 27 Ord April 27 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED, AND PETITION DISMISSED. 


Siuxps, Jonny Antuur, Fitzroy sq High Court Rec Ord 
Nov 27, 1902 Petn filed Aug 15,1902 Adjud Dec 22 
1902 Resc and Annul April 20, 1905 











Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 

Sonicirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free, SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WERKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; hal 
law calf, 5s. 6d. ne J 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
The most interesting, instructive, and inexpensive 
form of Entertainment in London. 
Lafelike 
Portrait Models of 
GENERAL NOGI, 
ADMIRAL TOGO, and 
GENERAL STOR 
MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
The Children’s Gallery, Bioctrie Railway, Monster Lucky 
ub, &e. 
Realistic Tableaux representi 
JACK THE GIANT KILLER. 


The late Mr. DAN LENO. 
Admission, 1s, Children under 12, 6d. Open 10 till 10. 








Heroes of 
Port Arthur, 





To COUNTRY 





MERRYWEATHER. LONDON’ 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated Pamphlet No. 829%. 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


The ‘‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK! 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 


i E. W. Esq. 
Lord Gifford. Earl ’ 
Lord Pirbright. Baron F. de Rothschild. 
pha Malet anaes} _., . Waring. 
8) arrison, J. Egerton. 
Wilber Miss A. de Rothschild. 


Seoetaie, Esq., &., &e. 


TO HM. THE KING. 











THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 
UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- | 


VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, | testimonials; m 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. | toria-road, Kilburn, 


DVERTISER {23 married), having a 
life experience in ing and Estate Management, 

uires Post as Agent or Steward; di : 

4 pees Brooxgs, 27, Vic- 





Entries can now be received for the following Classes :— 
For the LL.B. (LONDON) INTERMEDIATE AND 
FINAL, commencing the first week in June (Translation of 
De Obligationibus ss & 
For the OCTOBER BAR EXAMINATION 8, com- 


INS, commencing th \ 
7 ri other Classes and further information 


0 
For —— rulars of 
apply to the Sxcrerany, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.Cc. 


AW PARTNERSHIP. — Yorkshire. — 

‘Wanted to Purchase, Partnership or Practice, in the 

West Riding.—Full particulars in contidence to X., E. Cox 
& Sons, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C 


M4nacina CLERK (30 years’ standing) 
Desires Re-engagement, or will undertake special 
or temporary work for solicitors; well recommended ; 
salary moderate.—Apply, Manager, 221, South Lambeth- 
road, 8.W. 





shes 





AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 


writing a 
8. 
Abstracts Copied ooo «. © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts ove 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Ro’ Hand ° es © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Al «+ 2 0 per sheet, 
Full Copies ooo <a a folio. : 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per 





hag SOLICITORS, Trustees, and Others.— 


century) is willing to Undertake the Collection of Rents 
and tt of Estates upon mutual terms.— 
Apply to Frecp & Biapgs, Auctioneers and Esta 

No. 1, Vernon-place, Bloomsbury-square. 





MANAGING CLERK (33) Desires Clerk- 
. ship in Country; 16 years’ experience with first-class 
London firm; Conveyancing and General Practice ; salary 
£100, So comimence.—C., 19, Mextfield-road, East Putney, | 
London. 





OLICITOR (aged 33), Member of Law 
Society and Manchester L. A., now and for last nine 
years in practice on own account, Desires to Purchase Share 
in established Practice in Manchester or other part of South 
Lancashire, or in North Cheshire ; Share required must be 
calculated to produce £500 to £600 per annum; Advertiser 
has a growing practice, and his connection would be more 
valuable if he were a member of well-established firm ; he 
is accustomed to Conveyancing, Commercial, Company, and 
General ice, and is a hard worker; any communica- | 
tion will be received in the strictest confidence; highest | 
references.—Apply, Box 824, “‘ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 
27, Chancery-lane, W.c. | 


To PARENTS and GUARDIANS. — | 
Vi for a well-educated Youth as Articled | 
a City Firm of — Accountants ; | 


Chancery-lane, W.C. 


WANTED, by the Education Committee 
of the North Riding of Yorkshire County Council, | 

a Solicitor to act as Assistant Secretary and Legal Adviser ; | 

commencing salary £400 per annum.—Applicants to state | 

age and to send their qualifications, with testimonials, to 
HE SkCRETARY FOR Epucatioy, Northallerton, Yorkshire, 
om whom particulars of duties may be obtained. 

















A GOOD RAILWAY CONCESSION can | 
23, Ni { 


be Financed, 7 aan care of Dawson's, | 





ry\O SOLICITORS.—Four Remington. Type- 
writers, No. 8 Briefs, in perfect ition; strong 
Desk, specially made for same; and Four Chairs ; lowest 


price 50 guineas.—Mav, 1, Chichester-rents, Chancery-lane. 





FFICES TO BE LET.—Suitable for Bank, 
Insurance Office, Public Company, and for Solicit 
others, on the Ground and Upper Floors 


, occupying a con- 
oorgate-street and 
~street Railway Stations. The ises are 


Liverpoo! . most 
elaborately fitted throughout with mar staircase and 
landings, electric light, senger lft, heated by hot water, 
and ali latest modern improvements.—Full rs 
Messrs. Fanrsrorusr, Exxis, & Co., 29, Flee EC. ; 
| C. G. Attan & Co., 11 and 12, Finsbury-square, 
E.c, 


Merchants, and od 
a splendid newly-erected corner buil 
spicuous position a short distance from 





EW SQUARE, W.C.—Four Rooms to be 
=. Pe et ay “ ies. Woodside 
Park-road, North Finchley. 


\LEMENT’S INN, Strand (overlooking 

green of Law Courts).—To Solicitors, Accountants, 

8 ors, &c.—Several Suites of —_ Offices to 

iit. containing from One to Fourteen —For Reats 

and further particulars apply Ataret Crunpatt & Co., 
3 and 4, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 


ASKELYNE’S NEW HOME OF 
Hail THE ¢ COMING RA Cam pe Eun Lytean'e 
weird novel, beautaful and startling i 








Evening, at 820 M Wednesdays and Saturdays, at 
2.50. Preceded at 8 and 2.90 by a brilliant display of Ani- 
mated Photographs. 
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L AW FIRE INSURANCE SOCIETY, 
4 114, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 

Notice is hereby given, that the ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING of the above-named Society will = held at the 
Society’s House, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday, the 9th day of 
May next, at 1 o’clock in the afternoon, ior the purposes 
following 

(1) To receive and consider the accounts of the Society 

and the Directors’ and Auditor’s reports. 

(2) ~ elect Eleven Directors in the room of the like 

umber of Directors who go out of office. 

The Directors retiring are :— 

Joszrn Percevat TaTuam, Esq., 
Jony Epwarp Waser Riper, Esq., 
Joszrn Avucustus He.varp, Esq., 
Grorce Rooper, * 
Epwarp Car.eton Hotmes, Esq., 
Freperick Peake, Esq., 
Francis Epwin Esstneron Faresroraer, Esq., 
Ricnarp WALTER TWEEDIE, 
Romer WIL.i4Ms, 
Tomas Raw ie, Esq., and 
Grorcre Witi1aM Bet1, Esq. 
all of whom, being eligible. offer - <n for re-election. 
(3) To elect an Auditor of the Society’s Accounts for the 
year ending at the General Meeting, 1906. 
(4) ee any further ordinary business of the 
iety. 
By order of the Board, 
WILLIAM JOHN VINE, Secretary. 
Dated 19th April, 1905. 


N.B.—The Accounts of the Society, and the Auditor’s 
Report upon them, may be in by Shareholders for 
14 days previous tu the haat Meeting and during one 
month after it. 


Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN ~ DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 

TERMS: From Six Guineas a WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres. 
Fishing -— 24 miles, ineluding trout, sewin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gzo. Savacz, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
uare, W. 
Dr. D. Ponatme, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Plias-yn-Dinas, Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c., a) ply to 
. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &., 
Medical Superi: 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTu. 











AW FIRE tn te Al SOorEey 
A 114, CHANCERY LANE, LO 
The TRANSFER BOOKS of the foniet CLOSED from 
the 24th April to the 10th May, inclusive. 
By ae of the Board, 
WILLIAM JOHN VINE, Secretary. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep 1 THe Retox or Witt1am & Many, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


a po se rene 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suare Cestivicates, Desextunes, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orriciar Save designed and 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 














FIRB OFFICE. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 


S U N 46, CHANCERY LANE, W. c 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
FUSDs IN Wand £2,535,800. 





OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 


Regent’« ee are aie Lat aw aa om Sundays 
from 9 4.1m. sunset, gy "GA 


Children ~ a5 Ladies or ren hy may be elected 
Fellows of the Entrance fee £5 ual sub- 
£3, or fee £36.—¥or particulars apply 


Becertany, 4, Hanover-square, W. 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
Medical Attendant: ROBERT ME mA, 


M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. EY, Assoc. 
Pemt of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Meveliont 
and Medi References. For terms and particulars 


oy y Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
ELEGRAPHIO Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ H » Upper Clapton. 








Mrs. Bramwextt Boorn has a few VACANCIES for 
Voluntary Patients in the above ‘‘ Home.’ encouraging 
results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackney. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from Inebriet: 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, _ ue, an 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from Liv -street, 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} o— ‘< grounds. 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. "Electric a throughout. 
— Koon aay, and recreation. Wor! ee Poultry 

Farm, Ga: a Sree, Tennis, Golf, Music, 
Billiards, Dark m for Pho’ phy, Va Mpatlcate may 
enter under the Acts or private y. Terms: 1-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 

Resipent MEpicaL SUPERINTENDENT or SECRETARY. 








Treatment of Inebriety and the Drug Habit. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET'S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 


(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervision.) 

Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients, Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, to whom time is an object. Boating, Tennis, 
Cycling, Billiards, &c, 

For Terms apply Resipent Mepica SureginTenvent. 


A Bpecific Course of Treatment is 
Administered at 
NORWOOD SANATORIUM. | 


Short term. Distinctive Features. Beautiful 

and secluded House apd Grounds, Modified 
Restraint. Resident Medical pamieneent. 

I}lustrated booklet, terms, and jull particul. 

of Mr, Stark Norwood Ba oe Upper Nee” 

wood, 8.E. Tel 


240 ‘ele- 
grams. Norotorium, Loadon. Consultations 
at 14. Stratford-place, W. (0) A .. wa 























street Tube Station), on Monday and 
Thursday afternoons. 








AVAL, SHIPPING, and FISHERIES 
EXHIBITION, EARL'S COURT. 
The LORD ad of LONDON will OPEN the 
IBITION in STATE, 
On OATURDAY. MAY 6th 
Season Tickets, ery i. 
Which entitle owner to be 


petencommeny, 
can now be obtained at t Tabibitien and all libraries, 
mission by: 


opening day, before 2 p.m., 2s, 64, 
berousds, and daily, Hg 
Open 11 a.m. to 11 p.m. 





Solicitors’ Brief Bags, 


FROM 7/6 EACH. 
Iilastrated Liat Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd, 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, 


IMPORTANT NOTICE TO ALL EXECUTORS, SOLici. 
TORS, CLERKS, HOUSEKEEPERS, and OTHERS. 


E BUY all kinds of OFFICE WASTE, 
such as LEDGERS, OLD LETTERS, PAM. 
PHLETS, LETTER BOOKS, for CASH. 
A. W. LAWSON & GO,, 
WASTE PAPER MERCHANTS, 
89, REDCROSS STREET, SOUTHWARK. 


imPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 

ENQUIRIES made in DIVORCE and other ACTIONS by 

thoroughly - ienced and competent men at moderate 

charges. ‘8S Drawn and Settled. ee 

and SEARCHES made of every Descript WRITS 

Served. PROCESS of ali kinds. TEMPORARY CLERKS, 

SHORTHAND WRITERS, and TYPISTS sent out by the 
hour or day. 

BRIDGH & CO., 
LAW STATIONERS AND PRINTERS, 
92, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.-C. 


BRAND'S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
application to 


BRAND & CO., Ltd.. MAYFAIR, W. 




















An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 
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